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TheM ott-H ubbard m etaldnsulator transition is studied w ithin a sin pli ed version oftheD ynam ical
M eanField Theory OMFT) in which the coupling between the in puriy level and the conduction
band is approxim ated by a single pol at the Femm ienergy. In this approach, the DM FT equations
are linearized, and the value for the criticalC oulom b repulsion U. can be calculated analytically. For
the sym m etric singleband H ubbard m odelat zero tem perature, the criticalvalue is found to be given
by 6 tin es the square root of the second m om ent of the free (U = 0) density of states. This result
is in good agreem ent w ith the num erical value cbtained from the P roective Selfconsistent M ethod
and recent N um erical R enom alization G roup calculations for the Bethe and the hypercubic lattice
n in nite dim ensions. T he generalization to m ore com plicated lattices is discussed. T he \linearized
DMFT" yields plausible resuls for the com plete geom etry dependence of the critical Interaction.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 7127+ a, 7130+ h

I. NTRODUCTION

The correlation-induced transition from a param ag—
netic metal to a param agnetic insulator (the M ott—
Hubbard transition E:;r_j]) has been ntensively studied
w ithin the single-band H ubbard m odel {#{a]:
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T hem odeldescribes conduction electronsw ith soin  on
a lattice w ith nearest-neighbor hopping m atrix elem ent
ti; and a JocalCoulomb repulsion U. One of the rst
approaches to describe the m etal-insulator transition In
the half- Iled Hubbard m odelhas been the H ubbard-ITT
approxin ation i_é]. T he alloy-analogy solution predicts
a splitting of the density of states in upper and lower
Hubbard bands for large values ofU . On decreasing U,
the nsulatorto-m etal transition occurs when the Hub-
bard bands start to overlap. The critical interaction is
approxin ately given by the free bandw idth: U, W .
The Hubbard-ITT approxin ation, however, fails to de—
scribe the Ferm iHiquid properties in the m etallic phase.

Later, theM ottH ubbard transition hasbeen described
w ithin the G utzw iller variational approach by B rinkm an
and R ice 5'_7:]. Starting from the m etallic side, the transi-
tion ism arked by a diverging e ectivem ass. T he critical
Interaction is found tobe U, = 16ey where ey isthe ki
netic energy ofthe half- lled band perparticle forU = 0.
T he B rinkm an-R ice approach, how ever, fails to describe
the Insulating phase above U..

A Dynam icalM ean Field Theory OMFT), which be-
com es exact In the lin i of in nite spatial dim ensions,
has been developed for the H ubbard m odel E{10]. The
DMFT is abl to yield a consistent description of the
m etallic Ferm i liquid for weak coupling as well as of the
M ottH ubbard insulator for strong coupling. In practice,
how ever, the solution ofthem ean— eld equations isby no

means a trivialtask. In particular, orU 7 U, problem s
may arise since the \mean eld" (!) which has to be
determ ined self-consistently, develops a strong frequency
dependence on a vanishingly sm all energy scale.

The rst calculations for tem perature T = 0 were per—
form ed using the so—called Tterated P erturbation T heory
(PT) {0]. W ithin the IPT the highly correlated Ferm i
liquid forU 7 U, is characterized by a narrow quasipar-
ticle peak that iswell isolated from the Hubbard bands.
As a consequence the insulating gap appears to open
discontinuously at the m etal-insulator transition. T hese
characteristics of the transition have been questioned by
various authors [_i]_:{:_l-ﬁ] so that the issue of the m etal-
insulator transition ©or T = 0 (and also HrT > 0 {d,4)
cannot be regarded as settled at the m om ent.

Qualitatively, the IPT scenario for T = 0 is cor-
roborated by recent non-perturbative calculations using
the Num erical Renom alization Group ®NRG) m ethod
{_1-5,:_1-6] H ow ever, the critical value for the transition is
found to be signi cantly lower as com pared to the IPT
result. On the other hand, the NRG value for U, is in
rem arkable agream ent w ith the result of the P ro fctive
Selfconsistent M ethod ® SCM ) f7].

The value of the critical interaction for the M ott—
Hubbard transition is of great interest. U sing the m eth—
ods m entioned above, an approxin ate calculation of U,
is possible. This, however, represents a rather di cult
num erical problem , the solution of which still depends
on the approxin ation used. W ithin the fram ework of
DM FT, an exact analytical result for the precise value
0f U, is still m issing. Even an approxin ate analytical
expression is not available up to now .

W ith the present paper we propose a sin pli ed treat—
m ent of the m ean— eld equations (\lnhearized" DM FT)
which allow s to obtain an explicit expression for U, at
zero tem perature. A fully num erical treatm ent of the
DMFT would lave us wih a m ere number for U, and
would hardly show up the characteristic trends for dif-
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ferent geom etries unless a large num ber of cases were
studied. Contrary, the linearized DM FT is abl to yield
at once the com plete geom etry dependence 0ofU.. In our
opinion this outw eights the necessity for further approx—
In ations.

The main idea of the linearized DM FT is to approxi-
m ate the hybridization function for the coupling betw een
the in purity level and the conduction band by a singlke
pole. Thisisdetailed in Sec. IT. T he reliability ofthe new
approach isestin ated by com paring the analyticalresults
forthe B ethe and the hypercubic lattice in in nite dim en-
sionsw ith the available num ericalvalues from the P SCM
and the NRG in Sec. ITT A . A satisfactory agreem ent is
found. In the follow ing we then dem onstrate the predic—
tive power of the approach. The geom etry dependence
0fU. isderived for a num ber ofm ore com plicated lattice
structures: inhom ogeneous B ethe lattices (LT B and C)
and hypercubic In sin In nite and nite din ensions (IIT
D).Finally, In Sec. IITE we discussa rst correction be—
yond the Iinearized theory. Sec. IV sum m arizes them ain
resuls.

II.LINEARIZED DYNAM ICAL M EAN FIELD
THEORY

A characteristic feature of the m etakinsulator transi-
tion is that the quasiparticle peak appears to be isolated
from the upper and the lower H ubbard band orU 7 U,
and T = 0. W hether or not there is a real gap, i e.
zero goectralweight between the quasiparticle peak and
the Hubbard bands, is di cult to decide w ith any nu-—
m erical m ethod but not very im portant for the present
approach. E ssentially, our approach is based on two ap—
proxin ations:

() We assume that In the Imit U 7 U, the in u-
ence ofthe high-energy H ubbard bandson the low -energy
(quasiparticle) peak is negligble. This can be speci ed
as follows: W ithin the DM FT the Hubbard model is
self-consistently m apped onto a single-im purity A nder—
son m odel (SIAM ). In the e ective STAM , we divide the
conduction-electron degrees of freedom in a high-energy
part Hyyyn (the Hubbard bands) and a low -energy part
H i (the quasiparticle peak). The Ham ilttonian of the
e ective SIAM is then written as

Hsmavm = Hhigh * Hhigh-mpt Himp* How + Hiow-mp 7

@)

w here the coupling of the in purity H 4 p aFd +
Udidndydy to the high— (low -)energy part is denoted as
Hhigh-mp H ow-mp). The rst approxin ation is then to
neglect the term s H p gy and H nigh-imp -

To m otivate this step, consider the on-site G reen func-
tion of the Hubbard model G (! ). Via the DMFT self-
consistency condition, G (! ) de nes an e ective SIAM .

ForU 7 U, oneindeed nds (e.g.within theNRG) that
it m akes no signi cant di erence for the low -energy part
of the solution of the resulting SIAM whether the fi1ll
G (!) is considered or the G reen function w ith the Hub-
bard bands rem oved. This m eans that in the iterative
solution of the DM FT equations, the low-energy peak
basically reproduces itself, and the high-energy degrees
of freedom are rather unim portant.

A tematively, the rst approxin ation can be charac—
terized as Pollows: Let us (for a moment) look at the
Insulating solution for U = U.. Here the low-energy de—
grees of freedom are absent #H 1y -imps H 0w = 0) and the
approxin ation reads: Hnigh + Hhighamp * Himp ¥ Himp-
The in puriy spectral function for the left-hand side is
given by two Hubbard bands centered at U=2 whik i
isgiven by two -peaksat U=2 for the right-hand side.
So we can state that in step (i) ofthe approxin ation the

nite bandw idth of the H ubbard peaks is neglected.

(i) ForU T Ug, the width of the quasiparticle peak
vanishes. T his fact is used for the second approxin ation:
W e assum e that in this lim it it is su clent to describe
the low -energy degrees of {;eedom by a single conduction—
band level, i.e.Hyy 7 & c . Thercby we disre-
gard any intemal structure of the quasiparticle peak for
U 7 U..Equivalently, thism eans that the hybridization
function can be represented by a single pok at ! = 0:

()y= —: 3)
xes the e ective

A given hybridization fiinction (!)
In purity problem . D ue to

X sz

the onepole structure of (!) correspondstoann g = 2
site single-im purity Anderson m odel (SIAM ):
X

H ygite = ad’d + Udidndydy

X X

+ e + V dc +hc) (5)

w ith the hybridization strength V = P TN -

Combining (i) and (i) we obtain: Hgmay 7 Hupp +
Hiw * How-mp 7 H2=ite. W ith these two approxin a—
tionswe can run through the DM FT selfconsistency cy—
cle. In the onepolk ansatz (3) for the hybridization func-
tion, y isthe weight of the pole. The index N refers
to the N -th step in the iterative solution. O ur goalis to
calculate N+1-

W e restrict ourselves to the m anifest particle-hole sym —
m etric case. The chem ical potential is set to = U=2.
T he on-site energies in 6'_5) arethusgiven by 4= ti3= 0
and = U=2. For the hybridization strength we have

vV = n 7 0asU 7 U.. The two-site inpurity



m odel is sin pe enough to be solved analytically {8,19].
Forsn allV there are two peaks In the in purity spectral
function at ! U=2 aswellastwo peaksnear ! = 0
which can be considered as corresponding to the quasi-
particle resonance of the In nite mhs = 1 ) system . The
weight of this \resonance" can be read o from the ex-—
act solution [_l-§']; up to second order n V=U and for the
particle-hole sym m etric case it is given by:
18v2 36
z= 2 ? = ﬁ N - (6)
In the selfconsistent solution, z is also the quasiparti-
cle weight which detem ines the low -energy behavior of
the (local) selfenergy of the lattice problem :

H=U=2+ @ z Hr+o(?%: )

For a hom ogeneous lattice and a local selfenergy the on—
site G reen fuinction ofthe H ubbard m odelcan be w ritten
as:
)
G(¢)y= a" ; ®)
! " ) ()

where (") is the firee U = 0) density of states. Using
eq. (:j:) we obtain:
™"

d"———+ G R (1) ; ©)

G()=2z
T

where the st part represents the coherent part of the
G reen function G ©°"? (1)), and the second (incoherent)
part can be disregarded for an allexcitation energies ! 7
0.

T he Integration can fom ally be carried out by m eans
of a continued-fraction expansion which for a sym m etric

density of states (") reads:
coh: (") U=0 1
GerI() z A =G V@ ')
. Z
=1=¢ '! Y=z '! = ) : @0)

T he expansion coe cientsb , are related to them om ents
M, oftheU = 0 density of states. The rst coe cient
by isgiven by:
bf =M, = dar n2 ") : 11)
T he secondm om entM , iseasily calculated by evaluating
an (anti)com m utator ofthe om h[[c;H o] ;Ho] ;&L i
w hich yields:
X
Mp= ¢ 12)

W e thus obtain:

G (coh:) (! ) — (13)

wherewe haveF (! )= 1=! + O (! 2) fr the rem ainder.

Starting from eg. (3) in the N +h step, theDM FT self-
consistency equation,

=1 (4 ) ) G 'y 14)

yields a new hybridization ﬁ,lr}ctjon (!) orthe W + 1)-
th step. W ih egs. 6'_7.) and z}g) we get:
()= zM oF (!) 15)

for low frequencies ! 7 O.

structure,

Insisting on the onepole

; 1e)

forU 7 U.,wemusthaveF (! )= 1=!.Thisam ountsto
replacing the coherent part of the on-site G reen function
by the sin plest G reen function w ith the sam e m om ents
up to the second one.

From egs. (:_d) and C_l-j) we thus have:

36
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The coe cient ofthe (N + 1)-th iteration step is thereby
expressed In temm s of the coe cient of the N -th step.
This is ourmamn result. ForU = U, the DM FT equa—
tions are linearized, they are reduced to a sin ple linear
algebraic equation which determ ines the evolution of a
single param eter ( y ) under subsequent iterations.

T he lnearized m ean— eld equation C_l-]') has only one
non-trivial solution with yx+1 = y which occurs for
U=U.withU2=36M,.AnyU<Ucgives y+1= ny >
1,sothat y Increasesexponentially w ith iteration num —
ber. This indicates the breakdown of the onepole ap—
proxin ation. For any U > U, the weight y decreases
exponentially w th increasing iteration num ber. T hiscor-
regoonds to the vanishing ofthe quasiparticle peak in the
Insulating regim e. Consequently, U, has the m eaning of
the critical interaction for the M ott-H ubbard transition
and its value is given by:

Sg——m s
—
a"m =6 g 18)

3

U.= 6

For a lattice with nearest-neighbor coordination num -
ber g and hopping Integral t = j:ii-)j between nearest—
neighbors i and j, we have: U, = 6t° q.

The result {18) has been derived within the DM FT
which becomes exact n the Imit g 7 1 . W ih the
usual scaling for the hopping Integral, t = t P g and
t = oonst. E_Q],we have:

Uc.= 6t : 19)

However, eq. z_l-g) m ay alsobeused or nitedin ensional
system s where the DM FT is e ectively the approxin a—
tion of a purely local selfenergy functional.



IIT.D ISCU SSION
A .Bethe and hypercubic lattice

For the Bethe lattice with in nie coordination num -
berand scalingt= t P q, the freebandw idth is given by
W =4t . So we expect from eq. C_l-S_)') the M ottH ubbard
m etalinsulator transition to occur at U= 15W . This
result is In very good agreem ent w ith the result from
the P rofctive Selfconsistent M ethod @ SCM ) f_l-]';_l-g]
Ucpscu 146W and with recent calculations using the
Num erical R enom alization G roup NRG) m ethod [_1-§]
which yield Ucyre 147W . Tt also agrees well w ith
the value of U, 151W obtained in the NRG calcu—
lations of Shin izu and Sakai 1_2-9] The earlier PT re—
sult Ug;er  1:65W l_l-g] overestim ates the critical U as
com pared to the other, non-perturbative m ethods. The
Random D ispersion A pproxin ation RDA) I_l-z;] predicts
a considerably lower criticalvalue Ucgrpa W . The ori-
gin of this discrepancy, how ever, is presently not clear.

On the In nitedin ensionalhypercubic lattice w ith the
scaling t= t P g, we expect the m etal-nsulator transi-
tion to occur at Uc = 6t . Again, this agrees well w ith
the NRG calculations [16] where the valie U, 5:80t
has been found.

T he existence ofa m etakinsulator transition in the hy—
percubic lattice at a nite U, isnot at allclear, consider—
Ing the fact that the free density of states isG aussian, ie.
hasno cuto . In any case, the actualbandw idth W hich
is In nie fora G aussian density of states) cannot play a
roke for the value ofU.. It ismuch m ore plausbl that
a: is the e ective bandw idth Wwhich is proportional to

=

d" (")") that has to be taken as a m easure HrU..

Ouranalysisalso show sthat U, is roughly independent
of the details of the Jattice structure and only depends
on the bealquantity  ,tf. This result can quite natu-
rally be understood when the electrons are considered as
getting localized at the transition. In this case the elec—
trons would only see their in m ediate surrounding which
is the sam e for both the in nie din ensional Bethe and
the hypercubic lattice.

B . Two-sublattice m odel

Let us now work out the predictions of the linearized
DM FT for inhom ogeneous lattices, i. e. Jattices w ith re—
duced (translational) symm etries. T he presum ably sin —
plest but non-trivial case is a Bethe lattice that consists
of two non-equivalent sublattices Q 1 and Q ; where each
site of Q has g nearest neighbors that belong to Q—
wWith™ = 2for = land "= 1for = 2).W e consider
the lim it of in nite coordination numbers gq;; 7 1
with 0 < g=¢ < 1 . As for the hom ogeneous case
g = @, i can be shown that the Hubbard m odel on

the Inhom ogeneous lattice rem ains well-de ned and non-
trivial if the hopping jntegraljs scaled appropriately, e.g.
t=t= g+t =t = ¢gwitht;t = const.Asa
consequence, the selfenergy (!) is Jocalbut sublattice
dependent. T he Jattice problem can bem apped onto two
In puriy m odels that are characterized by hybridization

functions (!). The DM FT selfconsistency equations
read:

=1 (a ) ) G () ;o)
where G (!) is the on-site G reen function for a site i

w ithin the sublattice . O ne easily veri es that the free
(U = 0) Iocaldensity of states on each sublattice is sym —
metric and that = U=2 at half- lling. Furthem ore,
withag; 7 1 ,weocbtain from the lattice D yson equa—
tion:

G (1) ‘=14 (1) qte—(): @1)

The linearized DM FT forU 7 U. ieratesthe onepolk

ansatz )= Ié )=! . From egs. @-(j) and C_Z-]_})wehave

()= g tG—() dr = 1;2. This in plies that the
quasiparticle peak for the sublattice — w ith weight z— =
(36=U2) Ié_) generates a corresponding peak in (")

w ith the weight h(]il = g ?z—. W e thus get:
X

=k ow ©2)

wherethe2 2matrix K (U) isde ned as:
6 0 g
K U)= o2 % 0 : 23)

A xed point of K (U) corresoonds to a selfconsistent
solution. Let U ) denote the eigenvalues of K (U).
W e can distinguish between two cases: If j , (U)j< 1
forr = 1 and r = 2, there is the triwial solution
lingy, o = 0only (nsulating solution ©rU > U.).
O n the otherhand, ifthereisat lrastone . U) > 1, 1§ )
diverges exponentially asN 7 1 @ etallic solution for
U < U.). The critical interaction is thus determ ined via
the m axin um eigenvalue by the condition:

max Uc) = 1: 24)
This yields:
Ue= 665 qq ; ©5)

i. e. the geom etricalm ean of the critical interactions of
tw o hom ogeneous B ethe lattices w ith coordination num —
bers g and @, respectively. T he result recovers the ho—
m ogeneous case ¢g = ¢ and correctly gives U, = 0 for
theatomiclimitcg 7 Oorq 7 O.

T he analysis can be generalized straightforwardly to

sider a B ethe lattice w here each site of the sublattice Q



has @ 1) nearest neighbors belongihg to the sublat-

tice Q , and one nearest neighbor in the sublattice Q

where 1l except or = s here . 1) and
=1 s).nthelmiqg 7 1 wih xedpaimwise

ratios0< g =g < 1 ,wehave:

G (1) '=1t+ () atG . (); @6
and the argum ent proceeds as above. W e nally arrive
at the m ean— eld equation (:_Zg:) wih K (U) being an s—
din ensionalm atrix w ith s non-zero elem ents:

0 1
0 @
B
36 0 @ ~ %
K U)= 5z B 0 = : @7)
O 0
This in plies:
l =
v 1=2s
U.= 6t q : 28)

Again,thisisplausble sihceqg = 0forany wouldmean
to cut the lattice into unconnected pieces of nite size,
and the M ott transition becom es In possble U. = 0).

Alothes? 1 lini ofeg. {8) ismeaningfil: Con-
sidere.g.gq-1 6§ ¢ & = & =
a Bethe lattice w ith coordination num ber g for all sites
except or one distinguished in purity site w ith coordina—
tion num ber ¢ . A s expected physically, U, isuna ected
by the presence of the inpurity. Furthem ore, in any
case w here one changes the num ber of nearest neighbors
ofa nite number of sites only, the valie for U, rem ains
unchanged.

C .G eneral inhom ogeneous B ethe lattice

W e nally tackle the \Inverse" problm : G iven a m a—
trix K , is there a realization of a @Bethe) lattice such
that the critical interaction is determm ined by the m ax—
Inum eigenvalue of K ? For this purpose we consider
the Hubbard m odelw ith nearest-neighbor hopping on a
general inhom ogeneous Bethe lattice where each site i
m ay have a di erent coordination number. Rem aining
spatial sym m etries are accounted for by classifying the
lattice sites Into sublattices Q  that consist of equiva—
lent sitesonly. By g we denote the num ber of nearest
neighborsofa site 12 Q that belong to the sublattice
Q .Wearenterested n the limitg 7 1 wih 0<
g =g < 1 sincethis Inpliesa bcalbut -dependent
selfenergy (!). W ihin the DMFT this Hubbard
m odelism apped onto Im purity m odelsw hich are labeled
by the sublattice index . T he selfconsistency conditions
are given by eqg. C_ZQ) .

. This describes

Let 6 P (1) G () be the on-site Green function
prasteinQ ,and G, | (1) = Ho ;d i
the o —site G reen function forn-th nearest-neighbor sites
i2Q _ and 32 Q . G® depends on the sublattice
Indices that arem et along the (unique) path from jto i.
Via its equation ofm otion, G © couples to the nearest—
neighbor o -site G reen fiinction G (11) :

X

(! + M@ =1+t q 6% (): @9

1

For a Bethe lattice the nearest-neighbor G reen function
G (11) can only couple to G (22) , andto G © again.M ore
generally, the equation of m otion for the n-th nearest—
neighbor o -site G reen function reads:

¢ MH=w" P

+t aq, .60 L () 6o

n+ 1

(! + e

where In the second tem on the rh s. we have used the
approxin ation g 1 g which becom esexact in the
lim it of in nite coordination num bers. The in nite series
de ned by egs. 29) and (30) can form ally be summ ed
up. This yields:

X

G () t=1+ "y € a9 G (): (1)

T he m ean— eld equation of the linearized DM FT thus
has again the form {_22:) w here the K -m atrix is given by:

362
K U)=—174q : (32)

T he critical interaction is given by 6t tin esthem axin um

eigenvalue of the coordination-num ber m atrix g. Note
that for a general (hon-symm etric), irreducible m atrix
w ith non-negative elem ents, the eigenvaluie with m axi-
mum absolute value is real and non-negative (P erron—
Frobenius theorem LZl:]). W e thus conclude that any
quadratic m atrix K w ith non-negative elem ents can be
related to the M ott transition on a Bethe lattice with
certain (In nite) coordination num bers.

D .Hypercubic Im s

A s am ore realistic exam ple for the M ott transition on
an inhom ogeneous lattice we consider a hypercubic H ub-
bard In . A D dimensional In isbuilt up from a num —
berd of O 1)-din ensional \layers". For a hypercubic

In these layers are cut out of the usualD -din ensional

characterizesthe In -surfacenom aldirection. Them ost
simple Ins are those wih low-index surfaces given by

X, = Fxland Xy 1 = 5 ¥ 0.Forany site



In the In exoept for sites at the In surfaces there are
g = 2D 2rnearest neighborsw ithin the sam e layer and
& = r nearest neighbors in each of the adrcent layers;
the total coordination number isg= o + 2, = 2D .
ForD 7 1 the Hubbard model is well de ned w ith
the usual scaling of the hopping t = t = E the self-
energy becom es localbut layer dependent and dynam ical
mean— eld theory is exact @2]. The lhttice probkm is
m apped onto a set ofd im purity problems. The DM FT
self-consistency conditions are given by eq. C2-d w here
the Index now hasto be interpreted as the layer index:

The Jjnear_ized DM FT can be developed as in Sec. II.
E quation ('_é), how ever, isno longervalid and m ust be re—
placed by the D yson equation corresponding to the given
In geom etry. The coherent part of the on-site G reen
function for a site in the layer isgiven by:
Z

G 1)=26 ()= ——————— 33)
S RS (D)

where z is the layerdependent quasiparticle weight,
z = (1 @ (@0")=R!) ! and & (!) is the on-site
elem ent of the free U = 0) G reen function but calcu-
lated for the renomm alized hopping tiy 7
wih z; = z fOr a site i in the layer In the ex-
pression on the right, v 2( ' denotes the corresponding
second m om ent w hich is calculated asM 2( ) = z Gz +
@z 1+ &2z +1)P. Thism eansthat the Inearized m ean—

eld equation has again the form (2-2_;) w ith the ollow Ing
d-din ensional tridiagonalm atrix:

S
Zi by 2z

1
%

qlng; (34)
@ g =

Tts eigenvalues are the zeros ofthe d-th degree C hebyshev
polynom ial of the second kind [_2§‘] From the m axin um
eigenvalue we obtain:

S

c= 6t o + 2 cos 35)

d+ 1

E quation (‘é-@‘) describes the com plete thickness and ge—
om etry dependence of the critical Interaction for the
M ott-H ubbard transition in hypercubic Hubbard Im s.
In the lim it gfthick Insd7 1 one recoversthebuk
valuie U = 6t @ + 2. Ford < 1 the critical inter—
action not only depends on the In thicknessd but also
on the geom etry of the In surface which is character-
ized by r. Varying r we can pass continuously from the
most closed (r = 1) to themost open (r = D) surface
geom etry. Forr= 1, i e.a (1000..) Im surface, a site
In the topmost ayer has g = ¢ + ¢ = 2D 1 near-
est neighbors to be com pared wih g= 2D in the bulk.
ForD 7 1 the local environm ent of the surface sites

is essentially the sam e as in the bulk, i. e. surface e ects
becom em eaningless. Consequently, weget U, = 6t , ie.
the buk valie irrespective of d. For r = D one obtains
theopen (1111..) In surface. T he surface coordination

num ber is redu to g = ¢ = D . The critical inter—
action isU.= 6t cos( =(d+ 1)) which is an aller than
ot forany d.

E quation C_§§' ) can also be applied to nite-dim ensional
Ins O < 1) ifone addiionally assum es the local ap—
proxin ation for the selfenergy functional to hold. For
D = 3 sinplcubic Inswih a thickness ranging from
d= lup tod= 8 and for sc(lOO sc(110) and sc(111)
In surfaces, the predlctJon &35 ofthe linearized DM F'T
has been tested in Ref. {22-] by com paring w ith the re-
sults orU. ofa fully num ericalevaliation ofthe DM FT
equations using the exact diagonalization of sm all in —
purity models (ns = 8). It is found that the linearized
DM FT qualitatively and { as far as can be judged from
the num erical evaluation { also quantitatively predJcts
the correct geom etry and thicknessdependence ofU. {22

E . C ritical exponent and criticalpro les

So far the discussion was restricted to the calculation
of the critical value U, which is derived from a linear
hom ogeneous m ean— eld equation [gs. Cl7 and (.'ZZI
To detem ine the critical behaviour of the quasiparticle
weight z orU 7 U, one hasto go beyond the linearized
DM FT.For this purpose a sin pl generalization of the
argum ents in Sec. IT is necessary.

W e replace the second-order resutt for the quasiparticle
weight z= 36V2=U2 Eq. {4)] by the result up to urth
order n V=U :

A V2

W ith the sam e steps as before, one arrives at:

N 36
Nn+1= 1 44—Uz EMZ N 7 37
which is a non-linear equation for the \mean ed" .
The selfconsistency requires y+1= y = . Solving
for yields:
1
= EUC U. U); (38)

w here we have already expanded the right hand side in
powersof U. U). Theresulk forthe quasiparticlkeweight
near U, is

18U, U

_ 18 . 39
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T his equation is, of course, only valid forU < U.. We
obtain a linear vanishing of the quasiparticle weight near



the m etal-insulator transition as in the B rinkm an-R ice
approach ij.] and the PSCM l_l-]']

For the Hubbard m odel on an inhom ogeneous lattice,
the selfenergy and thus the quasiparticle weight is site
or sublattice dependent: z = (1 @ (@{0")=@!) I.
W ithin the linearized DMFT [g. {£4)], the critical
Interaction is detem ined from the largest eigenvalue

max Uc) = 1 In the eigenvalue problem
X

z = K @U.)z : (40)

T he corresponding eigenvectorz = z (U.) describesthe
critical pro ke of the quasiparticke weight. The pro ke
is uniquely determ ined up to a nom alization constant.
Whilez U) 7T 0 for each as U 7 U., the ratios
z (Uc)=z (U.) rem ain to be non-trivial. For exam ple, in
the two-sublattice m odel characterized by gq. £3), the
criticalpro ke isgiven by z; Uc)=2z, Ue) = G=%.

To determ ine the criticalbehaviourofthe -dependent
quasiparticle weight orU 7 U, but U < U., we again
have to expand up to fourth order In V =U . This yields
the follow ng m ean— eld equation:

X

1,
z U)= K —z°U): 41)

b4
U)z @©) 3
For the two-sublattice m odelwe obtain:

36 Paz U, U

1nFg+¥g U

21, U0) = 42)

Forqg = o this result reduces to eqg. ¢_3-9')

IV.SUMM ARY

W e have discussed a \linearized" version of the Dy-
nam icalM ean Field T heory which allow s for the analyt—
ical calculation of the critical interaction for the M ott—
Hubbard m etalinsulator transition at T = 0. Them ain
resul is:

SZ—

a" n2 (") =6

S S m—
Uc=6 g 43)

3

which shows that it is the second m om ent of the non—
Interacting density of states which determ ines U.. This
is contrary to the H ubbard-IIT approxin ation where the
critical interaction is detem ined by the free bandw idth
W and to the B rinkm an-R ice approach where U, is given
In term softhe U = 0 kineticenergy ey. Thevalues forU,
obtained w ith the linearized DM FT have been com pared
w ith the available resuls from num erical solutions ofthe
fullDM FT equations, and a good agreem ent is found.
The linearized DM FT is of course not abl to answer
detailed questions about the nature ofthe M ott+H ubbard

transition, such as the existence or absence of a hystere—
sis, the order of the transition, etc. Its advantage is that
i can be easily generalized to a variety of geom etries.
To obtain the critical interaction, it is su cient to nd
the m axin um eigenvalue of the respective coordination—
num ber m atrix, the dim ension of which is detem ined
by the rem aining spatial sym m etries (see eg. eg. C_B-Zj)) .
T he analytical results for e. g. the m etalinsulator tran—
sition in thin Hubbard In s have been checked against
num erical solutions ofthe fullDM FT equations, and the
geom etry dependence has been found to be essentially
the same, in the DM FT and in the linearized DM FT .

Them ain approxim ation which our approach is based
on, is the onepole structure ofthe e ective hybridization
function. It is cbvious that the linearized DM FT can In
principle be extended by taking into account m ore states
for the e ective conduction band (In the quasiparticle
peak and/or the Hubbard bands). However, is m ain
advantage { the possbility to obtain analytical results
forU. { would then be inm ediately lost.

Tt would be very interesting to see whether experi-
m ents on M ott-H ubbard system s in di erent geom etries
w il show sim ilar trends as predicted by the linearized
DMFT.
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