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Insulating Phases ofthe d= 1 H ubbard m odel
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A theory is developed rthe T = 0 M ottH ubbard sulating phases of the d* Hubbard m odel
at %— 1ling, including both the antiferrom agnetic A F) and param agnetic (P) Insulators. Local
m om ents are introduced explicitly from the outset, enabling ready identi cation of the dom inant
low energy scales for nsulating spin— Jp excitations. D ynam ical coupling of single-particle processes
to the spin— i excitations leads to a renom alized selfconsistent description of the singleparticle
propagators that is shown to be asym ptotically exact in strong coupling, for both the AF and P
phases. Forthe AF case, the resultant theory is applicable over the entire U -range, and is discussed
In som e detail. For the P phase, we consider in particular the destruction of the M ott Insulator,
the resultant critical behaviour of which is found to stem inherently from proper inclusion of the

soin— Ip excitations.

1. NTRODUCTION

Since its nogption m ore than thirty years ago b:], the
Hubbard m odel has becom e the canonicalm odel of in—
teracting fermm ions on a lattice. A lthough possbly the
sin plest m odel to describe com petition between electron
tinerancy and localization, w ith attendant in plications
for a host of physical phenom ena from m agnetism to
m etakinsulator transitions, its sim plicity is super cial
and an exact solution exists only for d = 1 dim ension
g1.

) Recently, M etzner and Volhardt ij] have pointed to
the im portance of the opposite extreme, d = 1 . In
suppressing spatial uctuations, the m any-body prob—
Jem here sin pli es considerably, reducing to a dynam ical
singlesite m ean— eld problem . M otivated in part by the
expectation that an understanding ofthed = 1 Ilm i
w ill serve as a starting point for system atic investigation
of nie dimensions, and by the know ledge that some
In portant vestiges of nite-d behaviour rem ain nherent
In thed= 1 lm i, intense study of the %—lledd= 1
Hubbard m odelon bipartite lattices has since ensued; for
recent detailed review s, see Refs @,:5,:_5]

T he true ground state ofthem odel is an antiferrom ag—
net AF) forall nteraction strengthsU > 0.Oneain of
the present work [_7!] isto develop a theory forthed= 1
AF which, In contrast to previous theories for the AF
phase E{;_S%,:_l-(j], is reliable over the entire U -range, and in
particular becom es exact in theU ! 1 strong coupling
lim it both a %— lling where the Hubbard m odel m aps
onto the AF Heisenberg m odel, and in the one-hole sec-
tor where it reduces to the t-J m odel 1]

The m a prity of previous work 5_4;_5,'_8] onthed=1
Hubbard m odel has ocused on the param agnetic @)
phase that resuls, even for T = 0, sin ply by neglecting
the m agnetic ordering (or suppressing it via frustration
[_5]) . O ne highlight of this work has been the em ergence
ofa detailed description oftheM ottm etalinsulatortran—
sition, although here too the picture is not com plete:
for exam ple, a m understanding of the m echanisn by

which the T = 0 M ott Insulating solution is destroyed,
and even w hether it is continuous or rst-order, rem ains
elusive i_E;,:_le] A second ain of this paper is to focus on
the Insulating state ofthe P phase, and to develop a the—
ory for it on a footing essentially identicalto that for the
AF,which lkew ise becom es exact In strong coupling and
which pem its an analysis of the destruction ofthe M ott
nsulator.

In seeking to develop a uni ed’ description ofthe AF
and P insulating phases, we adopt a rather di erent ap—
proach to that taken in previous work 5_4;'_5,:_6] by Intro—
ducihg explicitly, and from the outset, the notion of site
localm om ents. To this end we consider rst a conven—
tionalT = 0 mean- eld approach to the problem in the
form ofunrestricted H artreeFock UHF'), togetherw ith a
random phase approxin ation RPA ) for transverse soin
excitations of the m ean- eld state. D espite the lim ita—
tions of such an approach per se, its In portance resides
In enabling identi cation ofkey low energy scales for in—
sulating soin— Ip exciations. Since spatial uctuations
are suppressed ord = 1 , the Iow energy soin— I ex—
citations are found to be Ising-lke and (for each phase)
characterized by a singlke scale, !s. This has a sinple
physical nterpretation. For the AF, ! = !, (U) ises-
sentially jist the energy cost of Ipping a spin in theNeel
ordered background; the ubiquity of antiferrom agnetism
forallU > 0 lads naturally to !, > 0 forallU, with
'p 1=U asU ! 1 asone expects in the Heisenberg
lin it. For the P phase by contrast, where m agnetic or-
dering isabsent, the fact that a given spin isequally lkely
to be surrounded by "-or #-spins and thus (ford= 1)
has as many "- as #-spin neighbours, ensures that the
corresponding spin— ip energy cost ! = 0 forallU in
the insulating state.

Identi cation of the low energy spin— P scales, whilke
crucial to the present work, is prelin nary: to transcend
the lim itations ofthe conventional static’ m ean— eld ap—
proach, sihgleparticle processes m ust subsequently be
coupled dynam ically to the transverse spin— Ip excita—
tions. It is this which, in leading as we shall describe to
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a selfconsistent description of the sihgleparticle G reen
functions, enables the ain s outlined In the preceding
paragraphs to be achieved.
T he Hubbard H am iltonian, in standard notation, is
X X P—
H= t Jdoc¢ +U NNy t=t= 2%
13) i

a1

w ih the (ij) sum over nearest neighbour sites on a bi-
partite lattice of coordination number Z : a Bethe lat-
tice (on which in practice we shall largely focus), or a
d-dim ensional hypercube. To ensure a non-trjvial Iim it
asd! 1 B], the hopping isscaled ast= t = 2Z.The
paper is organised as ollows. UHF+ RPA , and the soin—
I scales referred to above, are discussed In xX2. Em —
phasis is also given here to sim ple physical argum ents
which, in highlighting both the de ciencies and virtues
of UHF+ RPA , indicate what is required to go beyond i;
particular attention being given in thisregardto UHF for
the P phase, J_n view ofits close relation to the ear]_y work
of Hubbard [13] and the FalicovK in ballm odel {14].

D ynam ical coupling of single-particle processes to the
transverse soin excitations is considered In x3, lading
(%x3.1) to a renom alized self-consistent approxin ation for
the (T = 0) singleparticke G reen finctions upon which
we subsequently concentrate. In x32 the strong cou—
pling behaviour is exam ined analytically, and shown to
be asym ptotically exact for both the P and AF phases.
Resulsare given in x3.3, focusing in particular on single—
particle spectra forthe AF from strong to weak coupling,
and on a discussion of the localization characteristics of
the single-particle excitations {the latterbeing quite sub—
tle, and pointing to the delicacy ofthe lm+* U ! 1 for
the AF phase. For the P insulator, single-particle spec—
tra are discussed brie vy In x3.3, before considering the
destruction of the M ott insulating solution In x4. The
singleparticle gap is found to close continuously, w ith
an exponent = 1, at a criticalU. = 341t . The ori-
gihsofthisbehaviourare found to stem from inclusion of
the ! = 0 soin— P scale In the interaction selfenergies,
pointing to the Im portance of such throughout the en—
tire insulating regim e, and not sokly In obtaining the
exact strong coupling Iim it. T he results ofx4 are in good
agreem ent w ith recent num ericalw ork @2_3], as discussed
n %5.

2.CONVENTIONAL M EAN-FIELD APPROACH

W e Pcuson the zero tem perature sihgle-particle G reen
functions, de ned by
Gu; = iTfe ®c gi G 21

11y

©+Gy ©

(for the site diagonal elem ent); and separated for later
purposes Into retarded (+ ;t> 0) and advanced ( ;t 0)

com ponents. T he essential feature of d'  is that thre cor-
responding interaction selfenergy is site-diagonal Q,:_l@],
“i; ) = 71 (&); here, and throughout, » denotes

137

frequency relative to the Fem 1 level, viz +# = ! Uu=2.
Gi; (¥) may be written as
Gy, )= "~y (*) s ®1° 2 2a)

where S; isthe hedium ’ selfenergy | which alone sur-
vives In the non-interacting lim ji:| expressing hopping of

-spdn electronsto neighbouring sites. Sin ple application
of Feenbery’s renom alized perturbation theory f_l-é;_l-j.]
show s that, ord= 1 but regardless of lattice type, Si
is a functional sokly of the £G j5; g. The functionalde-
pendence isparticularly sin ple forthe Bethe lattice BL)
on which we concentrate, nam ely

X
si )= €G3y () (2 2b)
j

with 5 = t :p 27 the nearest neighbour hopping ele-
m ent. N ote that this is quite general; no assum ption has
been m ade about m agnetic ordering or otherw ise.

W e consider now a conventionalm ean- eld approach
to the singleparticle G reen fiinctions.

21UHF

For both the AF and P phases, a HartreeFock ap—
proxin ation | by which we em phasize isherem eant soin
unrestricted H artreeFock (UHF) | is the sin plest non-
trivialm ean eld approxin ation, in which the notion of
site ocalmoments ( i), regarded as the rst e ect of
electron interactions, enters from the outset. In the AF
case, the localm om ents are naturally ordered in an A /B
2-sublattice Neel state, with _ ; = j jfor site i In the
A /B sublattice respectively {8]. Forthe P phase by con—
trast, the Jocalm om ents are random ly _or:iented: a site is
equally likely to be A-type as B-type [l9]. In either case
the essential | and Iim iting| feature of UHF is that it
is a static approxin ation, w ith solkly elastic scattering
of electrons and ! -independent interaction selfenergies
approxin ated by

~0 . ~0
= =U = : 23
N 5U33 N 2.3)

For the AF phase, the UHF G reen fiinctions G ?1

G° with =A orB) Hlow from Eqs 222.3) fr the
BL as
GY (%) = F+ 5UJ3 1£GY )11! A
GY (%) = ZU33 262 (+)1! :
24)

where the hedim’ selfenergy part re ects the 2-
sublattice structure of the Neel state. Egs C_Z;é{) are a
closed set, wih the UHF lobcalmoment j j= j oJjfound
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selfconsistently via the usualgap equation (seeeg. RQ]),

which m ay be w ritten form ally as
Z o

d¥ Oan(¥)
1

JoJj= Das (¥)) @5)
In temm s ofthe corresponding spectraldensities. A nd the
totalG reen function is given by

G'M =12 M) +G2 ) 2.6)

such that D % () = lsgn (¢)I G°
single-particle spectrum .
For the P phase by contrast,

1L2GO (L,
%tZG O )]

(&) gives the total

G (%) = B+ 3033
A . : P Q2J)
G) (%) =1’ $U3]
The sok di erence to Eq. (.’_Z-._Zl:) occurs In the m edium
selfenergy (seeEqg. {2 .Zb) ), sihce the nearest neighbours
to any site are equally lkely to be A-or B-type sites.
Egs @6 ) are a closed set r G°% (¢) and the G° (*) 1n
the P phase; the UHF localm om ent is again found from
Eq. £3).
For either phase there are two basic sym m etries, viz
D? (*)=D

A

S (2 8a)
DY (%) 2 8b)

re ecting the " = #-spin symmetry G° (*)=G?% (*))
and partickhoke symmetry G? (*)= G’ ( *)) re-
spectively; and note therefore from Eq. [2.4) that G° (&)
is naturally Independent of the spin,

W e add further that UHF yields the correct atom ic
Im it Where j oj= 1) for etther phase, as is clear from

Eqs PAZA2) with t = 0.

A . Antiferrom agnet

UHF for the AF has been widely studied since the
early work of Penn I_lij‘] Here we m ention only that for
any d > 1 the exact ground state of the %— lled Hub-—
bard m odel on a bipartite lattice is an AF insulator for
allU > 0, and this is qualitatively wellcaptured at UHF
evel: or allU > 0, the mean- eld ground state is a
2-sublattice Neel AF, wih a gap in the singleparticlke
spectrum DO (4) given by @U) = U3 5 Fig. 1 shows

O(*)atU=t = 4 orthed" BL.

The de cienciesof UHF are howeverm ost clearly seen
In strong coupling, U ! 1 ,where forthe AF the single-
particle spectrum reducestoD O (+) = [ (++ %)+ (*
2)1| asPrtheatom iclinit, t = 0. The physicalorigin
ofthis is sin ple: consider forexam ple the upper H ubbard
band in strong coupling, and in agine adding an "-spin
electron to a site B-type) already occupied by a #-spin.
Since UHF isan independent (@abeit interacting) electron
approxin ation, only the added "-spin can potentially hop

to nearest neighbour (NN ) sites. But it cannot do so in
the strong coupling lin i, shce ortheAF allNN ’'sto the
#-spin B —site are "-gpins @A -type). T he added "-goin thus
e ectively ees’ the #-spin site as an isolated site, hence
the em ergence of atom ic lim it behaviour as the strong
coupling lim it at UHF Jevel But while physically trans—
parent, this behaviour is w rong. In strong coupling, and
for the 1-hole sector appropriate to the lower Hubbard
band (or 1-doublon sector for the upper H ubbard band),
the Hubbard m odelm aps onto the t-J m odel [1]1]
X X
I_ftJ = t CZ c + 1d: S S

(173) (;3)

%l'lil'lj) (2.9)

w here the hole m oves In a restricted subspace of no dou—
bly occupied sites (¢ = ¢/ @ n ));jand inthe uctu-
ating spin background provided by the H eisenberg part of
K.y, wih NN exchange coupling J; = 4t=U . A though
1t isexact in the atom ic 1im i, UHF by itselfcan evidently
say essentially nothing about the strong coupling lim it.

B . P aram agnet

UHF forthe T = 0 param agnetic phase w arrants sep—
arate discussion, in part because of its very close rela-
tion to two other well known approaches. The rst is
that due to Hubbard tl3 w ith soin-disorder scattering’
only. This is often called the Hubbard IIT #H III) approx—
In ation, and we here refer to it thus (moting that ‘Yeso—
nant broademng contrbutions are additionally included
in Ref. [13.] HIIT isequivalent to UHF , but w ith a satu—
rated localm om ent. Thus, w ith j j= 1, the resuttant cu—
bic equation ©rG° (+) on thed' BL, obtained from Egs
C2 q,2 7) above, coincides precisely w ith the H TIT approx—
ination rany U ; sseegEq. (34) ofRef. fZ]J] A Tthough
Hubbard’s original form alism is very di erent, its physi-
cal content is that of a static approxin ation to an alloy
analogy description 22 a close relationship to UHF is
thus to be expected.

T he second connection is to the FalicovK im ball FK)
model {i4], a sinpli ed version of the Hubbard m odel
In which electrons of only one spin type are m obile, and
which ord is exactly soubke £3,24,25]. For the para-
m agnetic phase ofthe FK m odelthe single particle G reen
function reduces precisely to that ofH ITT for any U @-2::],
ie to the abovem entioned cubic ©rG° (+) on thed! BL;
see eg Egs (7.3) and (44) ofRef. 251

For the P phase, Fig. 1 shows the UHF D ° (%) fr
U=t = 4 on thed® BL, contrasted to s AF counter—
part. O rdering or otherw ise of the preform ed localm o—
m ents clearly has a signi cant e ect on the spectra. In
the AF ordered case, for exam ple, the interior edges of
the H ubbard bands have characteristic squareroot diver—
gences, whilk for the P phase allband edges vanish w ith
square-root behaviour. M ore signi cantly, while the 2-
sublattice structure of the N eel ordered state ensures a
bandgap = U j jforallU > 0, the singlepartickeUHF



gap vanishes in tl&e P phase ata criticalU. * 1:9t given
by Ucj U)j= 2t | or correspondingly U, = 2t
for HITI/FK | signalling an insulator{m etal transition.
UHF /H III fails of course In the m etallic phase, there be—
Ingnowelkde ned Fem isurface orquasiparticles @-2_;,2-6;;] .
T his is nevitable for any Inherently static approxin ation
w ith a frequency-independent selfenergy ~ , since the
essence of Fem 1 liquid behaviour is the inelasticity of
electron scattering near the Fem ilevel, ¥ = 0 f_Z-:/l]

However, even In the P insulating phase of interest
here, UHF /H III is de cient. A s for the AF this is seen
m ost clarly In strong coupling,U ! 1 ,where although
the centres of the Hubbard bands are separated by U,
each hasa non-vanishing w idth . In the strong coupling P
phase, and for the one hole (doublon) sector correspond-—
Ing to the lower (upper) Hubbard band, the Hubbard
m odelm aps onto the t-J model Eqg. @;9)) In a random
soin background; and the exact full bandw idth of either
band is given rthed’ BL by R§29]

p—
Wi, =2 2t ;U1 (2.10a)
Note that this is also the sihgleparticle bandw idth in
the other extrem e of the non-interacting lim it, re ect—
ing physically that in strong coupling the hole/doublon
behaves essentially as a free particle 5@]
In contrast, the strong coupling bandwidth at
UHF/HIII level is
W, =2t : UHF=HIIT : @.10b)
UHF or HIIT does not therefore give the exact strong
coupling lin it for the Hubbard m odel, contrary to what
hasbeen suggested recently B-L']; but, as is clear from the
above discussion, gJyes Instead the strong coupling lim it
ofthe FK m odel {25 T he physical origin ofEq. @jl-Qb)
is however both sin plk and revealing. Consider again
the upper H ubbard band in strong coupling, and in agine
adding an "-gpin electron to a B-type #-soIn site. W ithin
a static approxin ation such asUHF /H III, only the added
"-soin can hop; and it can do so in the rst Instance to
any of #-spin NN ’s B -type sites) only | the e ective co—
ordination number for which is Z. = $Z. Sioe Z.
for the propagating "-soin electron is reduced by a factor
of 2 below the full coordination num ber, and. since the
bandw idth of the & BL is proportionalto Z. , the
fstrong coupling UHF /H ITT w idth is thus din inished by

2 from the oorteqaondmg non-interacting value which,
asin Eq. @ .1Qa) above, is also the exact strong coupling
lin it; Eq. @.10b) thus results.

The distinction between Egs 210a) and €10b) is
however qualitative, and not solely a matter of de-
gree, re ecting the need to take seriously | even in
strong ooup]jng| the correlated dynam ics of the elec—
trons. W henever, say, an "-soin 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 successive neighbouring #-goins; and as sketched

above this iswell captured at UHF /H III Jevel. But, hav—
Ing added the "-spin to a #-soin site, the latter can iself
clearly hop o the site | to a neighbouring "-spin SJte|
leaving behind it a spin— I on the origihalsite. T he en—
ergy cost forthe soin— I is zero, sihce w e are considering
the P phasewhere, ord' ,agiven spin isequally likely to
be surmounded by " or# spinsand hasasm any " as #-spin
neighbours (whence there is no exchange penalty’ for a
soin— Ip). Thus, whether the added "-soin or the #-spin
already presenthopso the site, the initially created dou—
blon propagates as a free particke [_5(_3]; Eqg. {-_2:1:Qa) thus
results. To describe correctly the electron dynam ics, both
types of process above | and therefore the interference
betw een them | must be Included. A static approxin a—
tion such as UHF /H IIT cannot handl this, since such
dynam ics reside in the frequency dependence of the full
Interaction selfenergy ~; (¥), as considered in x3.

2.2 RPA

In contrast to sihgle-particle spectra | probing states
one hole or particle away from %— ]Jjng| RPA probes
uctuations about the m ean— eld state, and thus ex-—
citations of the %— lled state itself. For the msulat-
Ing phases, wih a gap to charge excitations, transverse
soin excitations are of lowest energy. These are re—

ected in the transverse soin polarization propagators

iy = iTfs] ©S,giand " (), givenwithin RPA
by

=% "* mn vt o)t ella)
where [ * ()5 = §; (1), 0Lk = sy and® 5 s

the pure UHF transverse spin polarization bubblk. Eg.
@ 1la) leads directly to a fam iliar diagram m atic bub-
bl sum’. A ltematively, sihce the interaction is sokly
on-site, thism ay be recast as a Yadder sum ’ of repeated
particle-hole interactions in the transverse spin channel,
asshown in Fig. 2;bare UHF propagatorsare denoted by
solid lines, and the on-site interactions (conserving spin
at each vertex end) by wiggly lines. From the basic sym —
metries €q. €8), & Dlowsthat " ()= 5 ( !)
ori= A orBjand [, (!)= S ().
For nited, Intem ediate sites in the ladder sum for
5, Fig. 2) are ;n generaldi erent from i. But since
ij 0@d™) Prsiesiand jm ® nearest neighbours,
all nterm ediate sites n  ; are equalto i or d ; i
i= 4 = i = = iwhenge (or ') ispurely
algebraic, viz

0

=25 =0 u®f o1 d
(211b)
The spoectral density of transverse spin excitations is

naturally re ected In In L ('), as now considered for
the AF and P phases.



A .AF phase

For the AF, Fig. 3a showsIn [, (!) atU=t = 4
r the d! Bethe lattice. Two distinct fatures are ap—
parent: a low frequency soin— Ip pole (discussed below ),
and a high energy Stoner-like band. T he latter consists
sin ply of weakly renom alized H artreeFock exciations
across the gap In them ean- eld singleparticle spectrum .
Spectral density for the Stoner bands does not therefore
begin until precisely ' j= U j j (see Fig. 1), and their
m axinum density occurs for j' j’ U. This is as found
also for nited, see eg Ref @2:]

The central feature n Fig. 3a isa low—' po]e at !p,
Icated via Eq. @11b) from U°® I (!,) = 1, and oc-
curring for allU > 0 EFig. 3a, Inset). Thjs is the sole
rem nant, ford* , ofthe spin wave-like com ponent of the
transverse spin goectrum studied recently at RPA level
B3); and which, or nite d and any U > 0, is natu-
rally gapless. Physically, the single spin— Jp pole at !
re ectsthe general suppression of spatial uctuations for
d! : it corresponds sin ply to the energy cost of pping a
soin In the AF background. This is particularly clear in
strong coupling, where the Stoner bands are elin inated
entirely. Here, as is well known [_2-g,:_§§], the RPA trans—
verse soin spectrum reduces (for any d) to the linear spin
wave spectrum of the nearest neighbour AF H eisenberg
m odel, w ith exchange coupling J; = 42=U = 2=2U,
onto which the %— Jled Hubbard m odelm aps rigorously.
And Prd' i is straightHdrward to show that the resul-
tant linear spin wave spectrum collapses to an Ising-lke
spin-jp polk at !} = zJ; =2 = =U. Further, sioce
linear spin wave theory for the H eisenberg m odel is exact
rd PB4],  Hlow sthat in strong coupling UHF+ RPA
gives the exact spin excitation spectrum of the %— Tled
Hubbard m odel.

T he occurrence of the singlke ! ,pol is robust to fur-
ther renom alization of particle-hole lines in L ('), as
discussed n x3.3. W e stress further that to capture it
requires the fi1ll ladder sum of repeated p-h interactions
shown in Fig. 2: retention sokly of the bare’ polariza—
tion bubbl diagram w ill clearly not su ce.

T he necessity of including the AF spin— I scale will
be evident when discussing the T = 0 sihgleparticlke
spectra, x32,3. Here, we illustrate brie y is impor—
tance at nite tem perature, as re ected in the Neeltem -
perature Ty U). Molkcular eld theory is exact for
the Heisenberg m odel in d* 1_3-5]; thus, In strong cou-

pling, Ty = ZJ; =4 = 3!l . At nite U, we expect
Ty W)’ p U) to yield a good estim ate of the Neel

tem perature n a U regin e w here them alproperties are
dom nated by the low lying spin— ip excitations. Jarrell
and P ruschke 36,371 have obtained the niteT phasedi
agram Prthe d' hypercubic lattice via quantum M onte
Carlo @M C). The them al param agnetic phase above
Ty U) isPund tobem etallic HrU=t < 3 and insulating
oru=t > 3 wih a small ‘rossover’ regin e); i is thus
In the latter region that we expect Ty ' 2!;. This is

bome out. Fig. 4 showstheQM C Ty U) rthed' hy-
percubic lattice, togetherw ith the corresponding 5 1 »©U)
and the exact strong coupling asym ptote Ty = é 11

The QM C N eel tem perature is indeed well described by

2!, U)downtoU=t 3.

B .P phase

Forthe T = 0P phase, Fig. 3b showsIm [, (!) at
U=t = 4 for the d Bethe lattice. Compared to its
AF counterpart Fig. 3a) the key di erence is that the
soin— I polk occurs at ! = 0, re ecting the fact that
the energy cost for a spin— Ip is zero in the param agnetic
nsulator, as argued physically n x2.1b. The fom al ori-
gin ofthisat RPA Jevelis seen readily by noting that the
bare transverse spin polarization bubbl F ig. 2, diagram
@)) is given by
21 4o

— e, 92, +% 1)

0 + .
AA (!): 1 A
1 2

(212)

From E(g. {2-7{) for the UHF G reen functions, usihg
GJy=GJ., it ©llows that

Gly )Gl (+) = Gy (%) 213)

Hence, using the spectral representation ofGS *),

l=0)= — d+ bl ) D% *)

A

(2.14)

Since the UHF lbcalmoment j j= J oJis given by Eq.
£8),° f, (! =0)= 1=U; and thus from Eq. @.11b)
theRPA [, (!)hasa spin—- ppokat! = 0.

Note again, asortheAF case, that the fiill ladder sum
ofparticle-hole interactions in the transverse soin channel
is required to capture the ! = 0 soin— I pole. Further,
although we have shown explicitly is existence within
RPA, the occurrence of the zero-frequency soin— I scale
isnaturally a general feature ofthe &' param agnetic in—
sulating phase where, locally, the ground state is a dou—
bly degenerate localm om ent (as for the single-im puriy
Anderson m odel embedded in an insulating host) E].

For both phases, the evident virtues of the RPA for
excitations of the %— lled state contrast sharply w ith the
de ciencies of the singleparticle spectra at UHF level,
x2.1. This itselfhints at what is necessary to describe the
sihgleparticle spectra successfully: singleparticle pro—
cessesm ust be coupled dynam ically to the transverse spin
excitations, re ected in the frequency dependence of the
selfenergy. T his is now considered.



3.GREEN FUNCTION S

Tt ishelpfiilto separate the full interaction selfenergies

~ (&) as

~ LY — s o L

A (%) 2U Jit . (*)

T M) = EUj i+ s &) (31)
where (*) ( =A orB) excludesthe rstorderUHF -

type contribution, and contains the dynam ics on which
we want to focus. From Egs R22.3) for the Bethe lat-
tice, the exact sitediagonal G reen functions are thus
given form ally by

)t

Ga (M)= [+ EUjj S (%) A 3 2a)

G, M\)=D1F =Uj3 s *) , ®M1*' 3B 2b)

2
Here, the m edium selfenergy is given for the AF and P
phases by

26 (*) :AF

L) =
5 ® 126G (+) : P

(32¢)

w here the site index
tively; and

=B orA for =A orB respec-

1
G(H=§EA *)+ Gy (M)] 33)

is the totalG reen fiinction.
Asat UHF lkvel, " = #-soin symm etry and particle—
hole symm etry for the corresponding spectral densities
nply
D, (*)=D; (*)
=D, (%)

(3 .4a)
(3 .4b)

respectively. For the associated Green functions
G _(*)=G* *)+G (¥),aHibert transform ofEgs.
8.4) gives directly

G, ")=G, *) (3.5a)
= G (%) (3.5b)
Thus, from Eq. @:3),
GH)= G( %) ; B85¢)
whil from Eq. §2,33)
s (B)= . (¥) 3.6a)
= . (h (3.6b)

and likew ise for the © ’s. Egs @;ﬂa) w ith {_5_.-3) show s
also that G () is correctly independent of spin.

The symm etries re ected in Egs C_3§,§_6) play an in —
portant role in the follow Ing analysis. For the P phase,

note also the physical interpretation of Eq. I_é_:’i) for
G (¥): view ing the param agnet in term s of random Xy ori-
ented local m om ents, where a site is equally lkely to
likely to be A -type as B-type, we can consider Eq. {3.3)
asa con gurationally averaged G reen function. Thisisa
naturalalloy analogy interpretation but, unlke the static
approxin ation to such inherent in UHF orH ITT, i is for-
m ally exact since no approxin ation to the interaction
selfenergies has thus far been m ade.

3.1 Selfconsistent renom alization

Our ain now is to develop a speci ¢ approxin ation
to the selfenergy which in particular (@) becom es exact
In strong coupling, ensuring thereby a controlled lim it;
and (o) is constructed In renom alized form , enabling a
self-consistent solution for the sihgle-particle G reen fuinc—
tions.

A relevant diagram ocontrbuting to ; is shown in
Fig. 5, enplying the sam e diagram m atic notation as
Fig. 2. Ushg delberately a strong coupling term inol
ogy, its physical interpretation is as follows wih t> 0
for convenience): at t= 0 a ( =)"-soh electron, say,
is added to site i, thus creating a Youblon’; at g > 0
the ( =)#-spin electron already present on site i hops
from ito j,and attp > 5 an "-goin hops from J to k;
the entire path is then retraced. The diagram thus de—
scribes m otion of the doublon (or hole for t < 0) from
i! j ! k via a correlated sequence of altemating soin
hops, creating behind it a string of Iped soins. ALl
ladder interactions of the resultant on-site particle-hole
pair | which re ect the on-site spin— i created by m o—
tion ofthe doub]on/ho]e| are shown explicitly for site i
In Fig. 5; from which it is seen that their sum is exactly
u? ",wih (1) & L ( !)) theRPA transverse
spin propagator discussed in x2 2 (cfFig. 2).

Tt is precisely correlated dynam ics of the sort exem pli-

ed by Fig. 5 that we seek to inclide and generalize in
the frequency-dependent (). Tothisendwe rstde-

ne an undressed (or selfconsistent host) G reen function
by

Gy ()= Gy, M)+ 5+ ()17 3.7

This is shown diagram m atically in F'ig. 6 @), as obtained
sinply from Eq. .7) usihg the D yson equation for the
full G reen flinction Gii; expressed in tem s of the UHF
propagators and selfenergy insertions. A s seen from the

gure, the I plicit sum over intermm ediate sites j;k etc.
is thus restricted to exclude site i itself (unlike the full
Gii; where the site sum s are free). W hile including all
Interactionson sites j 6 1, Gi;; thusexclides allinterac—
tions on site ibeyond the sinple rstorderUHF contri-
bution to 7; . The latter is of course subsum ed Into the
UHF G reen functions (@s in x2.1), which here constitute
the bare’ propagators; and in this in portant sense the
above de nition, Eq. C_3;7:), ofthe host propagatordi ers



recovered if we set the site localm om ent j j= 0).

To generalize the processes contained n Fig. 5, we
renom alized the selfenergy as shown in Fig. 6 (), re—
placing the -spdn particle lines connecting the starred
verticesiin F ig. 5 by the self-consistent host G reen fiinc—
tion Gij; ; the in nite set of diagram s thus retained In

; Dollows simply by direct fteration of Fig. 6 () us—
ngFig. 6(@) ©rG;; . This renom alization is adopted
for the llow ing reasons. (i) It ensures that an on-site
soin— I occurs only when the doublon/hole hops o a
site, and that isoutward path is selfavoiding. W ih ref-
erence to Fig. 5 for example, site j & i is guaranteed,
likewise k 6 j; while tem s wih k = ivanish for d ,
being at least O (1=d) since G ;, 0 @d™?) Porsites i
and jm ®h nearest neighbours. (i) In addition, the resul-
tant site restrictions further prevent the need to include
a class of partially cancelling exchange diagram s, as it
lustrated simply in Fig. 7 wWhere a sum over j 6 iis
Inplicit). Since j 6 1i is guaranteed, the exchange dia—
gram Fig. 7()) is at kast O (I=d) and thus vanishes
for d* , while the Yirect’ diagram Fig. 7(@)) is O (1).
If, however, j= iwas inclided in the direct diagram , its
exchange counterpart would also be O (1) and would thus
need to be retained.

O ur basic approxin ation to ; (*) isthusFig. 6 (),

nam ely
Z
2 d +
an(3)=1T — aa ()G (* ) g (3.8a)
2 i
the rem aining 's follow by symmetry, Eq. C_B-;-Q).
From x22theRPA ., () & !, ( )) maybe sep-

arated into the spin— I pole contrbution, Q [ + ! ¢
i 1% ith poleweight Q ), plus the Stoner contribution;
whence Eq. {3.8a) may be cast as

an (F)= QUG , (++ 1)+ SPrerq) (3 .8b)
w ith spin— ip frequency:
n
! :AF
lg= P 3.8c
s 0 :p (3.8¢)

By symmetry, G, # (*) = Gy~ (*) usihg Egs 35{7); and
from Egs @;7:,2):

k2033

PG (0)] 1 :AF
I 3U33 !

Gy (¥) = %tZG )]

(3.9)

From Eq. {_iz-qa), v (&) is thus a functional of the
G reen functions, the basic equations forwhich Egs @g))
must therefore be solved selfconsistently, 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
0 (=U?),Eqgs {32) reduce in strong coupling to

(3.10a)
(3.10b)

Gan()=101 5 ()
Gen(I)=101 U g«u()
T he interaction selfenergy, Eq. @:S)Jkeszesinp]ies

In strong coupling, since the Stoner contrdbution vanishes
(see x22) and the poleweight Q ! 1. Hence from Eq.

BEp),

U 2 n(M)=G,(L+ 19)=G.(L+!y) 3411)
Thism ay be reduced further, noting that G, . (! ) isgiven
by

Zy=
Dy (!
G,.()= dly ¢a) 312)

ing lower Hubbard band spectral density, Dy« (!1) =
1

sgn(l;  U=2)InGn (!1); and from Eqgs {3.]3.10b)
Gan(l1)= 17 U  sn(tp]?
=0 Ult+ ) UlIS-(tn+0o@ )
(3.13)
where !? = 11+ isn(; U=2). From Eq. (.12),
the leading largeU contrbution to G,. (! ) thus arises
from the second term in Eqg. {3:1:3),yjeldjng G,w ()=
U 25, (!);hence from Egs B11320):
126G , (0 +!',) :AF
an(1)=8S (0 + 1= 2 "*" P
€1= 8pnt ) PG (1) : P
(314)

W e focus now on the lower Hubbard band LHB)
In strong coupling, viz ! 0 u ! 1 ; the up—-
per Hubbard band follow s trivially by symm etry. Since

s () = an U 1), it ©llows that for ! in the
LHB ;v (!) is pure real and O (1=U); it can thus be
neglcted. The G*, (! 0) are likew ise pure real, w ith

G .(l) 0@=U)andG,() O @1=U’) (@smay be
shown usingEqg. @:121) togetherw ith the analogue ofEqg.
B12) orG* (!))jtogetherwithG* (1) = 3G .+ G u]
they too may be neglcted. And from Eq. {3.10b),
G,n(!) G.(1)=U ?S_, () which can also be ne-
glected asym ptotically. Hence in total, G, (!) G, . (!)
and G (1) = 2G,n (1) + Gun ()] 2G,w(!). For the

LHB in strong coupling, Eq. (3.10a) thus reduces to

(3.15a)
(3.15b)

Gan(h)=1!
Gan(h)=1!

LG, (L + 1] T :AF
1EG,n ()]t 1P .

These are the equations for the corresponding t-J,
m odel on the Bethe lattice, or an AF and random spin



background respectively (see eg f_l-]_;,:fl-];:]); the tJ, m odel
itselfisnaturally equivalent ford' to the t-J m odelsince
the spin excitations are purely Ising-like. W e add in pass—
Ing that a m uch m ore detailed asym ptotic analysis, pick—
Ing up constant tem s O (_lftg ), leads to the bare’ ! In
the denom ators ofEgs (.15) being replaced by ! + !,
and ! + %!p respectively forthe AF and P phases. T hese
shifts, neglected in the briefanalysisabove, re ect sin ply
the presence of the trivial charge tem s In the t-J m odel
(e Eq. @ 9 ; they are irrelevant to our subsequent
discussion.

Sihce the tJ lim i 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

= 0 non-interacting lm i the G reen function G (!) =

ReGo(!) i sgn(!)Do (') isgiven by
Go(l)= 10 Go()1' :U=0; (@l6a)
w hence the non-interacting spectrum
Doll)= —p  (=PF :33 2t @dev)

is.a sem tellpsew ith mllw th 2 2t . From Eq. B15b)
this isalso precisely the spectraldensity forG, » (! ) in the
Jower Hubbard band. And since G (! 7 0)= 2G,n (!) as
above, the total low er H ubbard band spectrum in strong
coupling isDy (!) = 2D (!), see also x2.1b; (the nor-
m alization factor of % naturally re ects the fact that
the rem aining half of the singleparticle spectrum oc—
curs in the upper Hubbard band centred on ! = U, viz

(1) = 2Do@ !)). Note further that the Feen-
berg (ledim ’) and interaction selfenergies contribute
equally to the %G, » (! ) denom inator in Eq. (3.15b) for
the P phase. Phys:ca]Jy, this re ects the fact discussed
In x2.1b that, upon adding a -soin electron to a sie,
i is equally probable for either the added -soin or the

—spin electron already present to hop o the site. At
UHF /H III Jevel, In contrast, only the form er can by con—
struct occur ( = 0): the analogue of Eq. @:l:?;b) is
thenG?, ()= ! 3t%GC, (!)] ', producing an incorrect
strong coupling bandw idth of 2t as argued physically in
x2.1b.

The AF case itself is discussed further in the follow -
Ing section since, In contrast to the P phase, the ap—
proach to strong coupling is subtle and physically reveal-
Ing. Here we simply add that (i) in contrast to the P
phase, the %G, « (! + !}) denom inator in Eqg. @15a)
for the AF stem s sokly fnom the interaction selfenergy

2n (). Thusat UHF /H III level atom ic 1im it behaviour
arises (ncorrectly), viz G%. (!) = 1=!, as argued phys-
jcally n x2.la. (i) A lhough obtained explicitly for the
Bethe lattice, Eq. @zlzia) holds equally for the hypercu—
bic Jattice In strong coupling. T his isbecause retraceable
paths, which by construct are the only selfenergy paths
for a Bethe lattice, are for the dt hypercube also the
only paths which restore the Neelspin con guration; see
also Rd1.

33 Resuls

At nie U the basic sslfconsistency Egs, CBQ) and
G.&a), are solved num erically. W e consider rst the AF
phase.

A . Antiferrom agnet

For U=t = 10, Fig. 8 shows the resultant lower
Hubbard band, D (!)= 'InG (!); from particle-holk
sym m etry the upper band follow sby re ection about the
Femilve,Dy (!)=D1 U ).

For the same !, ~value Fig. 3a, nset), Fig. 8 shows
also the corresponding tJ, lin it spectrum from E(g.
B15a). As iswellknown [I1] the t-J, spectrum is dis-
crete (and to illustrate relative intensities is thus shown
w ith height proportional to integrated weight). Physi-
cally, this re ects the fact that the hol is pinned by the
string of spin— Ips itsm otion creates, leading therefore to
spatially localized single-particle excitations and hence a
discrete spectrum ; m athem atically, it is re ected in con-
vergence of the continued fraction in plicit by iteration of
Eq. (315a).

A lthough the U=t = 10 spectrum evidently bears a
close resem blance to its tJ, counterpart, it is by con-—
trast continuous. This persists for any nite U: wih
Increasing interaction strength the individual sub-bands
In D1 (!) centre ever closely on their tJ, counterparts,
and their integrated spectralw eights tend to those ofthe
tJ, lim it; but they retain a nite width, re ecting de-
localization of the holk. The peculiarities of U ! 1
are further evident in the t-J, m odel itself, Eq. (.15a).
Forany !, > 0 the tJ, spectrum is discrete, whilke for
!'b=0 (@sin Eq. {-_SZl:Sb) for the P phase) the spectrum
is continuous: the point !, = 0 thus corresponds to a
transition from localized to extended single-particle exci-
tations, and since !, | £=U asU ! 1 i isclarthat

= 1 isa shgular point.

W hilke the physical m echanisn lading to delocaliza-
tion of the hol at any nite U is not of course inherent
in the t-J, modelEq. (3.1%a) itself, it is readily inferred.
ConsidertheNeelspin con guration and im agine rem ov—
ng, say, an "-spin electron from an A -type sie, i. The
nearest neighbours NN ) to any "-soin site allall #-spins.
Hence to Jkading order in U | the tJ, limit| the hok
nitially moves via a NN #-spin electron hopping onto
site i, creating thereon a spin— I With an associated
exchange energy penalty); and the subsequent m otion of
the hole via such a correlated sequence of altemating NN
soin hops, In leaving behind a string of uptumed spins,
would by iself render the hole spatially con ned.

At largebut nie U there ishowevera sn allbut non—
vanishing probability am plitude, of order £=U , oran "—
spoin electron on a second NN site, also A -type, to hop to



site 1 via an Intervening #-spin site: the hole thus m oves
tw o lattice spacings, to the second NN A -type site. Un-
like the \ tJ, processes" above, this does not entail a
soin— I with concom itant exchange penalty: the hole
m oves freely.

Thism echanisn evidently leads to hole delocalization
and, In tandem wih the tJ, processes, produces the
strong coupling spectrum . Tts form al origins reside in
the passage from Eq. (-'_3-;1-9a) to Eqg. {3;1:351) for the
AF lower Hubbard band in strong coupling, where the
Feenberg part of the selfenergy S, (1) = 1G,n (!)
was neglcted. As seen readily from the asym ptotics
of x32, the lading corrections to Im S, » (! 0) are
IS, ()= E=2U0)2InG,n (!). It is these that em body
the delocalization described above, and lad to spectral
broadening (contributions to ReS,» (! ) are O (1=U ) and
lead sin ply to residualenergy shifts). Further, note that
since the energetic w idth of the spectral broadening is
naturally the sm allest energy scale in strong coupling,
the principale ect on the bare’ tJ, soectrum isa snall
resonant broadening of the individual t-J, lnes. This
is seen In Fig. 8, and becom es clearer stillw ith further
ncreasing U .

To ourknow ledge, the abovem echanisn isthe only one
which can lead to hole delocalization for the d* AF i
strong coupling; and for the reasons already given in x3 2
applies to the hypercubic as well as the B ethe Jattice. In

nited i is or exam ple wellknown that Trugm an paths
(2] lead to hok delbcalization for the hypercubic lat-
tice, but such processes are O (d 4) and do not therefore
contrbute in & R9].

A sU isdecreased, the spectra continue to exhbit es-
sentially strong coupling behaviour down to m odest in—
teraction strengths of U=t 2 3, and can thus be
understood quantitatively starting from the tJ, lim i.
This is shown in Ref. Ej] (see eg Fig. 3 (b) therein).

W ith further decreasing U how ever, the spectra evolve
continuously to a weak coupling form that show sno trace
of rem nant tJ,-lke behaviour. The spectral gap closes
only In the non-interacting lim i whence, correctly, the
system is an AF insulator for allU > 0. The full spec-
trum D (¢#)= Dy + Dy isshown mh Fig. 9 orUu=t = 1,
togetherw ith the corresponding UHF spectrum to which
(@s one expects) i is qualitatively closer, although the
singleparticle gap 4 isreduced to 042 ofthe UHF gap

=U3J o3

T wo further renom alizations have been perform ed to
check the veraciy of the above results. First, note that
although the G reen functions have been obtained self-
consistently via Eqs {32.3.8), the singleparticle prop—
agators occurring in the RPA [ that enters the self-
energy kemelEq. (3.8a), are them selvesbare UHF prop—
agators; see Fig. 2. To ensure the theory is robust, we
have thus additionally renomm alized the sihgleparticle
lines entering ,,” in tem s ofboth the (selfconsistent)
full G reen functions G and the host G reen fiinctions
G . Theresults in either case di er only quantitatively,
and at low U, from those just described; see also below .

T he second renom alization concemsthe localm om ent
j jwhich, in the calculations above, has been set to its
UHF valie j o3 In weak coupling, van D ongen [_4;;] has
exam Ined perturbatively the Neel tem perature and the
m om ent m agnitude j j (the order param eter) for the d*
hypercubic lattice, and has shown that even orU ! 0+
these are reduced by a factor g of order unity (@' 028
(flij]) below their corresponding UHF values. T he present
theory isnot of course perturbative (eg the em ergence of
the AF spin— I scale is ntrinsically non-perturbative),
but it is certainly closer in spirit to van D ongen to renor—
m alize the m om ent beyond UHF level. T his is quantita—
tively in portant at low U, and is achieved by requiring
that j jbe detemm ined fully selfconsistently via (cfEq.
e
Z g
JJ= d¥ Dan (%)
1

DA# (17)] (3-17)

where D ,
sity.

For illustration Fig. 9 shows the Bethe lattice soec—
trum at U=t = 1, obtaihed wih both j jand ,.}
renom alized (the latter in tem s of the 111 G reen func—
tions). The gap ¢ is further dim inished, the ratio
g = g= being 0:15; whilk the localmoment j j
is Ikew ise reduced below itsUHF counterpart, such that
m = JFjoJ 0:39. It is not unfortunately feasble
to obtain num erically accurate estin ates of g and m as
U ! 0 (shce j jand rapidly becom e exponentially
anall). But or U=t = 1 the UHF moment iself is
accurately represented by its asymptotic U ! 0 lin i,
Joj= 8 2exp[ t= 2U 1], sothe above result form
m ay be reasonably close to its lim iting value.

isthe full (@s opposed to UHF') spectralden—

B . P aram agnet

To obtain correctly the strong coupling lin it for either
phase is, as has been shown, fairly subtle. But In con—
trast to the AF, the approach to strong coupling for the
param agnetic phase is not. Fig. 10 show s the full spec—
trum D (&) = lsgn (%) G (&) (v= ! U=2) Prthe
P phass at U=t = 8, 6 and 4, com pared to the strong
coupling tJ, lm it from Eq. @:l:ﬂb) For U=t = 8,
the strong coupling lin i has in practical termm s been
reached: the Hubbard bands are essentially sym m etri-
cally centred o% L= U=2 respectively, with w idths

W W, = 2 2t and a band gap of L=

g
U 2p 2t ; even for U=t = 6 the departure from the
asym ptotic spectrum is relatively m inor. W ith further
decreasing U , how ever, the Individual bands becom e in—
creasingly asymm etric; and the gap tends to zero m ore
rapidly than ; , signalling the collapse ofthe insulating
phase. Thiswe now discuss, adding that throughout the
hsulating regin e the localm om ents are well developed
(3 3> 0:95), as in M ott’s conception ofa M ott nsulator

fa4).



4.DESTRUCTION OF THEMOTT INSULATOR

Fig. 11 show s the resultant band gap, 4 U), forthe
param agnetic nsulator as a function of U=t . 4 @U) is
found to vanish continuously at a critical U, = 341t .
D etailed num erical analysis show s the corresponding ex—
ponent to be unity,

o

g @) =1 ; @.1)
and we note that the width of the critical regine is
quite narrow : the behaviour Eq. (_2_1;]:) is seen clearly for
U U.) < 005t , corresponding to gaps 4 U ) < 0it .

T he continuous closure of the gap is intin ately con—
nected to the divergence of low —frequency dynam ical
characteristics of the system . Consider rst the self-
energy ", (). At frequencies + 2 [ 4 ;4; ] Inside the
spectralgap ( g = 2%, ), Tun (&) "a (%) ispure real
w ith a leading low + expansion

@2)
Here, A “un( = 0) = ZUJ 3+ v (0), see Egs
(31,8)),and is nite forallU > U, (seealsobelow ). W e
w ish to nd the behaviour ofB = BjasU ! U..
This is obtained by a scaling analysis. De ning y =

t=4,, it is found that as the gap closes (+, ! 0),
~an () A cbeys the scaling form
) =4 £y =1 4.3)

w ith exponent %; ie. for di erent values of U

close to U, w ith correspondingly di erent gaps 4 U ) =
24, (U), the +-dependent functions [**, () AFEL "
ptted In temm s of y = *=%,, collapse to a universal
function f (y). Four points should be noted about the
scaling behaviour. (i) G ood scaling is found in practice
forgaps 4 < 0it, consistent w ith the critical regin e
found above for closure of the gap. (i) The scaling is
not con ned to frequencies y 1 well inside the spec—
tralgap, but encom passes the region ofnon-zero spectral
density (3> 1), certanly up to ¥j 2. (Sinm ilar scal-
ing w ith 1 naturally occurs for In ¥, (+), as Hllow s
from K ram ersK ronig; see also below ). (ili) In num erical
tem s the scaling analysis is su ciently accurate to dis—
tinguish readily between an exponent of 5 and,eg.
1, () The scaling function f (y) is a nite, well
yfory! 0

3
behaved function ofy = =%, ,wih f (y)
as is evident from Eq. (fl‘__.a) .

From Egs {43) and {2) i Hlows inmediately that
. 1=2
B3

~ ; ie.

*+

1
2

BJ g g! O @.4)

orBj © W ' from Eq. {1

con m ed by direct calculation of B

which we have
@7am (2)=@%)o).

10

T he divergence of B jcontrols additionally the low fre—
quency behaviour of ReG () = X (+). From Eq. {3.50),

X (#)= X ( *),whence is kading low -+ behaviour is
X (¢)= 14 410 4.5)
with ;= J1J. From Egs 3.1{3) and (3.6b), G (*)
m ay be w ritten generally as
1n
G-~ I G (F) et @4 .6)
o
+ PG (M) + Tae( M) @)

Using Eqgs 8 2) and {4 8) on either side of {4.8) enables
Jj1Jjto be related to B F the resul is

1+ BJ

I %tz 4.8)

J1J=
We ndthathA? > %@ rallU U, whence the diver—
gence of B jasU ! U, controlsthatof j.j

1
2

J13 g g! O0: 4.9)
T his is further con m ed by a scaling analysisofX (%)
itself. In direct analogy to that for 7, » (+) above, X ()

is found to satisfy the scaling form

X (M)= 4+, x() =1 (4.10)

with x(y) = x( y), from which Eq..49) i particular
follows. For ¥j> 1 the corresponding spectrum D (%)
likew ise show s the sam e scaling form as expected, w ith
D(*) &7k 132=p &P ?pry 1cbsetothe
lower edge of the upper Hubbard band; this, combined
w ith the spectral representation of j 13

Z

jij= 2

L

D (&)

L
a4 oz

i 4.11)

+

leads again to Eq. Cfl-;él) .

Tt is instructive to com pare the above resultsw ith those
obtained from both the sim ple H ITT approxin ation dis—
cussed In x2.1B, and w ith the resonance broadening con—
tributions [[3] additionally inclided, which we refer to
as HII. For HIII, A iU and Bj= 0 | the ap-
proxim ation is purely static. Eg. @;6) becom es a cubic
BréG (+), kading asiswellknown to 4 (U  ©@)*7?
fi3]. As is clear from Eq. {4.4) with B j= Oy the tran-
sition occurs when A% U.) = %Ll,i.e. U. 2t , and

313 U Q) ! g2:3. The HIII® approxin ation
can also be shown to be of the form Eqg. {fi;@),butwjth
a *-dependent ~,w (*) given by ~,» (*) = F + £G (%)
at low frequencies which is su cient to analyze the crit—
icalbehaviour); so thatA = ¥ and B j= 13 Sice
~,n (+) is a sinple linear finction of G (+), Eq. [4.4)
again becom es a cubjc_br G (‘.v);_a_nd, as for H ITI, the
gap exponent 2 03 Eq. U8 with Bi= £33
yieds j1j= @? it£)=@? 32t). The transition thus



6t as is well
2=3

occurs when A2 U.) = %@, ie. U, =
known 3);and, again, 513 © W) * 5

Both HIII and HIII° are thus in the sam e universal-
iy class, re ected m ore generally in the fact that in et
ther case scaling of the ormm Eq. (ﬂ_lg can be shown
to hold, but w ith an exponent of . Gros l45] has
recently extended H ubbard’s hjerarthjcalequatjon ofm o—
tion decoupling schem e to higher order. T he critical ex—
ponents are unchanged from those ofH ITI/H ITI°; and the
value of U, itself isbarely changed from its H III° value of
U=t ’ 245. From the above discussion i is apparent
that the present theory belongsto a di erent universality
class from that ofH IIT or its extensions.

In direct analogy to the AF phase discussed In x3.3,
we have tested the robustness of our resuls by further
selfconsistently renomm alizing single-particlk lines in the
polarization propagator ,f (1)= ° ,*=a U° ,*)
that enters the selfenergy kemel, Eq. 3.8a). To illus-
trate what this volves, consider renom alizing © | *
@nd hence ,.) In tem s of the selfconsistent host
G reen fiinctions G The resultant ° | * (!) is then
given generally by Eq. ({2.12), with the bare UHF)
G reen functions G! now replaced by G, .For! = 0 in
particular, Eq. {2.14) lkew ise holds, but with the bare

Df (%) replaced by the renomm alized spectral densities
D, (&)= lsgn )M G, (*); ke
120
U°® S =0="—=  d+D.v() Diy®)]

31 s
@12)

A's discussed In x2,3 the key feature of the param ag—
netic insulator is the zero-frequency spin— Pp_scale. To
preserve this, the bcalmoment j j;n Eq. ¥.12) is i—
self renomm alized to ensure that at each step of the self-
consistent iteration schemeU° ,F (! = 0)= 1 @nd we
note that throughout the entire Insulating regim g, the re—
sultant m om ent j jis also selfconsistent in the sense of
Eg. @ .17 to < 1% accuracy). T he resuls ofthis further
renom alization are und to di er negligbly from those
w e have reported above.

F inally, to dem onstrate the im portance ofthe ! = 0
spin— ip scale, we have elin inated it: both by (@) ne-
glecting its contrioution to  ,« (*) n Eq. {3.8b), retain—
ingonly " (+);and b) replacing L, by S I
the selfenergy kemelEq. @;Sa) . Results cbtained from
(@) and () are very sin ilar, but di er qualitatively from
those reported above. In particular, although the self-
energy rem ains ! -dependent, the resultant critical be—
haviour is found to be that of H ITT/H IT° | the gap closes
continuously, but w th an exponent % . This points
clearly to the necessity of including the !¢ 0 spin—- ip
scale throughout the entire nsulating phase: not only in
achieving the correct strong coupling lin it (@s In x32),
but also in descrbing the destruction of the nsulating
state.
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5.DISCUSSION

W e now discuss the present work, particularly n rela—
tJOl'l to the Jterated pertur’oatJon theory (P T ) approach
B] A ]though our theory of the M ottH ubbard
nsulating phases, w ith its explicit em phasis on localm o—
m ents, is conceptually and technically distinct from IP T,
som e general points ofm arked contrast are evident.

For the antiferrom agnetic phase we have em phasized
the importance of the !, spin— ip scale, inclusion of
which is necessary to obtain even qualitatively reason-—
able results throughout essentially the entire range of In—
teraction strengths, and in particular to recover exact
strong coupling asym ptotics. However IP T does not ap—
pear to capture the AF soin— I scale, presum ably be-
cause i om its repeated particle-hole interactions of the
sort shown in Fig. 2 (which, as In X2 2A , are required
to pick up the soin— ip). T his is seen, for exam ple, from
the known inability of IPT to describe correctly the U —
dependence of the N eel tem perature E_E;], particularly In
the ¥ eisenberg’ regin e.

For the param agnetic lnsulator, the results of x4 also
disagree qualitatively w ith those obtained from IPT ; see
in particular [40] and the review B]. W ithin PT the
param agnetic insulating solution is found to break down
discontinuously (@t a critical U.; = 367t , where the
PT gap 4 Uc) 03t),and j;1J Eg. 4.10)) ram alns

nite at the transition.

T he sam eauthors I_l-zj]have recently exam ined the insu-
latorvia exact diagonalization D ) on clustersofng = 3,
5 and 7 sites, extrapolated to ng ! 1 assum ing l=ng
scaling behaviour. T he resultant data suggest a continu—
ous closure ofthegap ata U=t = 304 035 and are
consistentwith ,U) (U U);seealso Bl. Further,
and independently of the gap analySJs, the behaviour of
j 1jhas also been exam ined by ED 3], noting (see Eq.

(4.10)) that a divergence in j ; jIn plies a continuous clo—
sure of the gap: 1=7j:jis found to show good scaling
behaviour, and to scale to zero when ng is extrapolated
tol .

T he present theory evidently agreesw ith the Inferences
drawn from ED . These concur w ith our predictions (x4)
that the gap closes continuously and with an exponent

= 1,that j; jdiverges, and (less In portantly) the value
of U, itself; note m oreover that the ED gap [12] is In
rather good agreem ent w ith the present work overa w ide
U range. A sdescribed In x4, inclusion ofthe ! = 0 spin

I scake is central in descrdbing the destruction of the
M ott nsulator. That IPT appears unreliable close to U,
E] thus suggests an Incom plete inclusion of the e ects
ofthis soin scale | w hich cannot be entirely absent since
IP T doesgive the correct strong coupling spectrum [47 |
although in physicalterm sthe origin ofthe spin— I scale
within IPT is not transparent.

To conclide, we have developed in this paper a the-
ory forthe T = 0 M ottH ubbard insulating phases ofthe



d' Hubbard model, encom passing both the antiferro—
m agnetic and param agnetic insulators. T he m icroscopic
perspective i a ords hinges on the in portance of low —
energy scales for nsulating spin— P excitations. Their
existence is physically natural w thin the explicit local
m om ent picture ntrinsic to the theory, and inclusion of
them is required not only to obtain the strong coupling
Iim its of the single-particle spectra | which are captured
exactly | but m ore generally to describe the entire insu—
lating regin es, including for the param agnetic phase n
particular the destruction of the M ott lnsulator.

Let us also note what we have not considered: the
m etallic state of the param agnetic phase. But a glim pse
of what is required to describe the metal wihin the
present fram ework is evident from Fig. 12. ForU=t =
335, close to the critical U, of x4, this show s the spectral
density of transverse spin excitations In [, (!) (here
obtained, as describbed in x4, wih © [, renom alized in
tem softhe G, ). The ! = 0 soin— I pol character-
istic of the param agnetic nsulator is evident, and per—
sists down to U.. C learly, however, the spectral edges of
the Stoner-like bands are them selves approaching ! = 0.
Thisthey do at U = U, and ©rU < U, in them etallic
phase the insulating spin— Ip pok at ! = 0 is replaced
by a resonance at a sn all non—zero frequency ! = !k,
Indicative of the K ondo-like physics known to dom nate
the correlated m etal E:Ju ]. Extension of the present ap—
proach to describe the m etal, encom passing the K ondo
soin-scale in such a m anner that the correlated state is
correctly a Ferm iliquid, w illbe described in a subsequent
paper.
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FIG. 1. UHF sihglpartice soectrum, D% ), wvs
A=1 U=2 (J'num'i:soft)J"Drd1 Bethe lattice. At U=t = 4,

for AF phase (full line) and P phase (dashed).

FIG .2. Particlehole ladder sum in transverse spin chan-
nel, or RPA L . Bare (UHF') propagators are denoted by
solid lines, on-site interactions by wiggles. Ford = 1 , all

interm ediate sites i; :::i, are equalto i.

FIG.3.Mm ., (!)vs!=t atU=t = 4 ord" BL. () For
AF phase; inset shows U=t dependence of AF spin—- ip pole
!5, wih dotted linedenotingU ! 1 asymptote!é £=U.
) For P phase, where spin— Ip pole ! 0 or alU in
insulating state.

FIG.4. QMC Neel temperature vs U=t (open circles)
for &' hypercubic lattice P4,23]. The sinple estinate
Ty %!p(U),arguedtobevandforU=t>3,jsaJsoshown
(solid line for U=t > 3). The strong coupling asym ptote
Ty = t?=2U is indicated by the dotted line.
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FIG .5. Diagram contributing to single-particle selfenergy
;i ,wih sam e notation asF ig. 2; for fulldiscussion, see text.

FIG .6. (@) Undressed (or selfconsistent host) G reen func—
tion Gi; , expressed in temm s ofbare (UHF ) propagators and
site-diagonal selfenergy insertions ; . N ote the restrictions
on intem ediate site sum s. (o) Basic approxim ation to
used In present work, from which fiill set ofdiagram s retained
follow s by iteration using Fig. 6 @).

FIG.7. A Yirect’ diagram (a), and its exchange counter-
part ). W ih site j= iexclided from the in plicit sum over
j, the direct diagram is O (1) whilk the exchange diagram is
0 (1=d).

FIG.8. Lower Hubbard band spectrum Dy (!) vs ! (In
units of t ) for AF phase (Bethe lattice) at U=t = 10; the
Fem i level lies at U=2 = 5. The corresponding tJ, lim it
spectrum is also shown, as discussed In text.

FIG.9. Fullspectrum D (*) vs% = ! U=2 (nunisoft)
for AF phase (Bethe lattice) at U=t 1. Dotted line: UHF
spectrum ; full line: from present theory; dashed line: wih J j
and further renom alized as describbed in text.

+
AR

FIG .10. FullspectraD (*) vs &= ! U=2 (nunitsoft)
for P phase (Bethe lattice) at U=t 8 @), 6 ) and 4 (c).
C orresponding strong coupling spectra are shown as dashed
lines.

FIG.11l. Resultant spectral gap
insulator CBgthe Jattice) .

1
g U

gU) vs U=t for P
h The strong coupling asym ptote
2 2t is also shown (dashed line).

+

FIG.12. Im ,, (!) vs! (n unitsoft ) at U=t 35
close to the boundary of the P insulating state, with renor—
m alization as described In text.
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