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\Linearized" D ynam icalM ean-Field T heory for the M ott-H ubbard transition
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TheM ott-Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition isstudied within asim pli�ed version oftheD ynam ical

M ean-Field Theory (D M FT)in which the coupling between the im purity leveland the conduction

band isapproxim ated by a single pole atthe Ferm ienergy.In thisapproach,the D M FT equations

arelinearized,and thevalueforthecriticalCoulom b repulsion Uc can becalculated analytically.For

thesym m etricsingle-band Hubbard m odelatzerotem perature,thecriticalvalueisfound tobegiven

by 6 tim esthe square rootofthe second m om entofthe free (U = 0)density ofstates. Thisresult

isin good agreem entwith the num ericalvalue obtained from the Projective SelfconsistentM ethod

and recentNum ericalRenorm alization G roup calculationsfortheBethe and thehypercubiclattice

in in�nitedim ensions.Thegeneralization to m orecom plicated latticesisdiscussed.The\linearized

D M FT" yieldsplausible resultsforthe com plete geom etry dependence ofthe criticalinteraction.

PACS num bers:71.10Fd,71.27.+ a,71.30.+ h

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

The correlation-induced transition from a param ag-

netic m etal to a param agnetic insulator (the M ott-

Hubbard transition [1,2]) has been intensively studied

within the single-band Hubbard m odel[3{5]:

H =
X

hiji�

tijc
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

c
y

i"
ci"c

y

i#
ci# : (1)

Them odeldescribesconduction electronswith spin � on

a lattice with nearest-neighborhopping m atrix elem ent

tij and a localCoulom b repulsion U . O ne ofthe �rst

approachesto describe the m etal-insulatortransition in

the half-�lled Hubbard m odelhasbeen the Hubbard-III

approxim ation [6]. The alloy-analogy solution predicts

a splitting ofthe density ofstates in upper and lower

Hubbard bandsforlarge valuesofU . O n decreasing U ,

the insulator-to-m etaltransition occurs when the Hub-

bard bands start to overlap. The criticalinteraction is

approxim ately given by the free bandwidth: Uc � W .

The Hubbard-III approxim ation, however, fails to de-

scribethe Ferm i-liquid propertiesin the m etallic phase.

Later,theM ott-Hubbard transitionhasbeen described

within theG utzwillervariationalapproach by Brinkm an

and Rice [7].Starting from the m etallic side,the transi-

tion ism arked by a diverging e�ectivem ass.Thecritical

interaction isfound to beUc = � 16e0 wheree0 istheki-

neticenergy ofthehalf-�lled band perparticleforU = 0.

The Brinkm an-Riceapproach,however,failsto describe

the insulating phaseaboveUc.

A Dynam icalM ean Field Theory (DM FT),which be-

com es exact in the lim it ofin�nite spatialdim ensions,

hasbeen developed forthe Hubbard m odel[8{10]. The

DM FT is able to yield a consistent description of the

m etallic Ferm iliquid forweak coupling aswellasofthe

M ott-Hubbard insulatorforstrongcoupling.In practice,

however,thesolution ofthem ean-�eld equationsisby no

m eansa trivialtask.In particular,forU 7! Uc problem s

m ay arise since the \m ean �eld" �(!) which has to be

determ ined self-consistently,developsa strong frequency

dependence on a vanishingly sm allenergy scale.

The�rstcalculationsfortem peratureT = 0 wereper-

form ed using theso-called Iterated Perturbation Theory

(IPT)[10]. W ithin the IPT the highly correlated Ferm i

liquid forU 7! Uc ischaracterized by a narrow quasipar-

ticle peak thatiswellisolated from the Hubbard bands.

As a consequence the insulating gap appears to open

discontinuously atthe m etal-insulatortransition.These

characteristicsofthetransition havebeen questioned by

various authors [11{13]so that the issue ofthe m etal-

insulatortransition forT = 0 (and also forT > 0 [10,14])

cannotbe regarded assettled atthe m om ent.

Q ualitatively, the IPT scenario for T = 0 is cor-

roborated by recentnon-perturbative calculationsusing

the Num ericalRenorm alization G roup (NRG ) m ethod

[15,16]. However,the criticalvalue for the transition is

found to be signi�cantly loweras com pared to the IPT

result. O n the other hand,the NRG value for Uc is in

rem arkable agreem ent with the result ofthe Projective

Self-consistentM ethod (PSCM )[17].

The value of the critical interaction for the M ott-

Hubbard transition isofgreatinterest.Using the m eth-

odsm entioned above,an approxim ate calculation ofUc

is possible. This,however,represents a rather di�cult

num ericalproblem ,the solution ofwhich stilldepends

on the approxim ation used. W ithin the fram ework of

DM FT,an exact analyticalresult for the precise value

ofUc is stillm issing. Even an approxim ate analytical

expression isnotavailableup to now.

W ith the presentpaperwe proposea sim pli�ed treat-

m ent ofthe m ean-�eld equations (\linearized" DM FT)

which allows to obtain an explicit expression for Uc at

zero tem perature. A fully num ericaltreatm ent of the

DM FT would leave us with a m ere num ber for Uc 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 isable to yield

atoncethecom pletegeom etry dependenceofUc.In our

opinion thisoutweightsthe necessity forfurtherapprox-

im ations.

The m ain idea ofthe linearized DM FT isto approxi-

m atethehybridization function forthecouplingbetween

the im purity leveland the conduction band by a single

pole.Thisisdetailed in Sec.II.Thereliability ofthenew

approachisestim ated bycom paringtheanalyticalresults

fortheBetheand thehypercubiclatticein in�nitedim en-

sionswith theavailablenum ericalvaluesfrom thePSCM

and the NRG in Sec.IIIA.A satisfactory agreem entis

found.In the following wethen dem onstratethe predic-

tive power ofthe approach. The geom etry dependence

ofUc isderived fora num berofm orecom plicated lattice

structures: inhom ogeneousBethe lattices(IIIB and C)

and hypercubic�lm sin in�niteand �nitedim ensions(III

D).Finally,in Sec.IIIE wediscussa �rstcorrection be-

yond thelinearized theory.Sec.IV sum m arizesthem ain

results.

II.LIN EA R IZED D Y N A M IC A L M EA N -FIELD

T H EO R Y

A characteristic feature ofthe m etal-insulatortransi-

tion isthatthequasiparticlepeak appearsto beisolated

from theupperand thelowerHubbard band forU 7! Uc

and T = 0. W hether or not there is a realgap,i.e.

zero spectralweightbetween the quasiparticle peak and

the Hubbard bands,is di�cult to decide with any nu-

m ericalm ethod but not very im portant for the present

approach.Essentially,ourapproach isbased on two ap-

proxim ations:

(i) W e assum e that in the lim it U 7! Uc the in
u-

enceofthehigh-energyHubbard bandson thelow-energy

(quasiparticle)peak is negligible. This can be speci�ed

as follows: W ithin the DM FT the Hubbard m odel is

self-consistently m apped onto a single-im purity Ander-

son m odel(SIAM ).In the e�ective SIAM ,wedivide the

conduction-electron degreesoffreedom in a high-energy

partH high (the Hubbard bands)and a low-energy part

H low (the quasiparticle peak). The Ham iltonian ofthe

e�ective SIAM isthen written as

H SIA M = H high + H high-im p + H im p + H low + H low -im p ;

(2)

wherethecoupling oftheim purity H im p �
P

�
�dd

y
�d� +

U d
y

"
d"d

y

#
d# to the high-(low-)energy partis denoted as

H high-im p (H low -im p). The �rstapproxim ation isthen to

neglectthe term sH high and H high-im p.

To m otivatethisstep,considertheon-siteG reen func-

tion ofthe Hubbard m odelG (!). Via the DM FT self-

consistency condition,G (!) de�nes an e�ective SIAM .

ForU 7! Uc oneindeed �nds(e.g.within theNRG )that

itm akesno signi�cantdi�erenceforthelow-energy part

ofthe solution ofthe resulting SIAM whether the full

G (!)isconsidered orthe G reen function with the Hub-

bard bands rem oved. This m eans that in the iterative

solution ofthe DM FT equations, the low-energy peak

basically reproduces itself,and the high-energy degrees

offreedom areratherunim portant.

Alternatively,the �rst approxim ation can be charac-

terized as follows: Let us (for a m om ent) look at the

insulating solution forU = Uc. Here the low-energy de-

greesoffreedom areabsent(H low -im p,H low = 0)and the

approxim ation reads:H high + H high-im p + H im p 7! H im p.

The im purity spectralfunction for the left-hand side is

given by two Hubbard bandscentered at� U=2 while it

isgiven by two �-peaksat� U=2 forthe right-hand side.

So wecan statethatin step (i)oftheapproxim ation the

�nite bandwidth ofthe Hubbard peaksisneglected.

(ii) For U 7! Uc,the width ofthe quasiparticle peak

vanishes.Thisfactisused forthesecond approxim ation:

W e assum e that in this lim it it is su�cient to describe

thelow-energydegreesoffreedom byasingleconduction-

band level,i.e.H low 7!
P

�
�cc

y
�c�. Thereby we disre-

gard any internalstructure ofthe quasiparticle peak for

U 7! Uc.Equivalently,thism eansthatthehybridization

function can be represented by a singlepole at! = 0:

�(!)=
� N

!
: (3)

A given hybridization function �(!) �xes the e�ective

im purity problem .Due to

�(!)=
X

k

V 2
k

! � (�k � �)
; (4)

theone-polestructureof�(!)correspondsto an n s = 2

sitesingle-im purity Anderson m odel(SIAM ):

H 2-site =
X

�

�dd
y
�d� + U d

y

"
d"d

y

#
d#

+
X

�

�cc
y
�c� +

X

�

V (dy�c� + h.c.) (5)

with the hybridization strength V =
p
� N .

Com bining (i) and (ii) we obtain: H SIA M 7! H im p +

H low + H low -im p 7! H 2-site. W ith these two approxim a-

tionswecan run through theDM FT self-consistency cy-

cle.In theone-poleansatz(3)forthehybridization func-

tion,� N is the weightofthe pole. The index N refers

to theN -th step in the iterativesolution.O urgoalisto

calculate� N + 1.

W erestrictourselvestothem anifestparticle-holesym -

m etric case. The chem icalpotentialis set to � = U=2.

Theon-siteenergiesin (5)arethusgiven by �d = tii = 0

and �c = U=2. For the hybridization strength we have

V =
p
� N 7! 0 as U 7! Uc. The two-site im purity
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m odelissim pleenough to be solved analytically [18,19].

Forsm allV therearetwo peaksin theim purity spectral

function at! � � U=2 aswellastwo peaks near! = 0

which can be considered as corresponding to the quasi-

particle resonance ofthe in�nite (ns = 1 )system . The

weightofthis \resonance" can be read o� from the ex-

actsolution [18];up to second orderin V=U and forthe

particle-holesym m etric caseitisgiven by:

z = 2�
18V 2

U 2
=

36

U 2
� N : (6)

In theself-consistentsolution,z isalso thequasiparti-

cle weightwhich determ ines the low-energy behaviorof

the (local)self-energy ofthe lattice problem :

�(!)= U=2+ (1� z
� 1)! + O (!2): (7)

Fora hom ogeneouslatticeand a localself-energy theon-

siteG reen function oftheHubbard m odelcan bewritten

as:

G (!)=

Z

d"
�(")

! � ("� �)� �(!)
; (8)

where �(") is the free (U = 0) density ofstates. Using

eq.(7)weobtain:

G (!)= z

Z

d"
�(")

! � z"
+ G

(incoh:)(!); (9)

where the �rst partrepresents the coherentpart ofthe

G reen function (G (coh:)(!)),and thesecond (incoherent)

partcan bedisregarded forsm allexcitation energies! 7!

0.

The integration can form ally be carried outby m eans

ofa continued-fraction expansion which fora sym m etric

density ofstates�(")reads:

G
(coh:)(!)� z

Z

d"
�(")

! � z"
= G

(U = 0)(z� 1!)

= 1=(z� 1! � b
2
1=(z

� 1
! � b

2
2=� � � )): (10)

Theexpansion coe�cientsb n arerelated to them om ents

M n ofthe U = 0 density ofstates. The �rstcoe�cient

b1 isgiven by:

b
2
1 = M 2 =

Z

d""
2
�("): (11)

Thesecond m om entM 2 iseasilycalculated by evaluating

an (anti-)com m utatoroftheform h[[[c;H 0]� ;H 0]� ;c
y]+ i

which yields:

M 2 =
X

j

t
2
ij : (12)

W e thusobtain:

G
(coh:)(!)=

z

! � z2M 2F (!)
; (13)

wherewehaveF (!)= 1=! + O (!� 2)fortherem ainder.

Startingfrom eq.(3)in theN -th step,theDM FT self-

consistency equation,

�(!)= ! � (� d � �)� �(!)� G (!)� 1 ; (14)

yieldsanew hybridization function �(!)forthe(N + 1)-

th step.W ith eqs.(7)and (13)weget:

�(!)= zM 2F (!) (15)

for low frequencies ! 7! 0. Insisting on the one-pole

structure,

�(!)
!
=
� N + 1

!
; (16)

forU 7! Uc,wem usthaveF (!)= 1=!.Thisam ountsto

replacing thecoherentpartoftheon-siteG reen function

by the sim plestG reen function with the sam e m om ents

up to the second one.

From eqs.(6)and (13)wethushave:

� N + 1 =
36

U 2
M 2� N : (17)

Thecoe�cientofthe(N + 1)-th iteration step isthereby

expressed in term s ofthe coe�cient ofthe N -th step.

This is our m ain result. For U = Uc the DM FT equa-

tionsare linearized,they are reduced to a sim ple linear

algebraic equation which determ ines the evolution ofa

singleparam eter(� N )undersubsequentiterations.

The linearized m ean-�eld equation (17) has only one

non-trivialsolution with � N + 1 = � N which occurs for

U = Uc with U 2
c = 36M 2.Any U < Uc gives� N + 1=� N >

1,sothat� N increasesexponentiallywith iterationnum -

ber. This indicates the breakdown ofthe one-pole ap-

proxim ation. Forany U > Uc the weight� N decreases

exponentiallywith increasingiterationnum ber.Thiscor-

respondstothevanishingofthequasiparticlepeak in the

insulating regim e. Consequently,Uc hasthe m eaning of

the criticalinteraction forthe M ott-Hubbard transition

and itsvalueisgiven by:

Uc = 6

s
Z

d""2�(")= 6

s
X

j

t2ij : (18)

For a lattice with nearest-neighbor coordination num -

ber q and hopping integralt = jtijjbetween nearest-

neighborsiand j,we have:Uc = 6t
p
q.

The result (18) has been derived within the DM FT

which becom es exact in the lim it q 7! 1 . W ith the

usualscaling for the hopping integral,t = t�=
p
q and

t� = const.[8],we have:

Uc = 6t� : (19)

However,eq.(18)m ay alsobeused for�nite-dim ensional

system s where the DM FT is e�ectively the approxim a-

tion ofa purely localself-energy functional.
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III.D ISC U SSIO N

A .B ethe and hypercubic lattice

For the Bethe lattice with in�nite coordination num -

berand scalingt= t�=
p
q,thefreebandwidth isgiven by

W = 4t�. So we expectfrom eq.(19)the M ott-Hubbard

m etal-insulator transition to occur at Uc = 1:5W . This

result is in very good agreem ent with the result from

the Projective Self-consistent M ethod (PSCM ) [17,10]

Uc;PSC M � 1:46W and with recentcalculationsusing the

Num ericalRenorm alization G roup (NRG ) m ethod [16]

which yield Uc;N R G � 1:47W . It also agrees wellwith

the value ofUc � 1:51W obtained in the NRG calcu-

lations ofShim izu and Sakai[20]. The earlier IPT re-

sultUc;IPT � 1:65W [10]overestim atesthe criticalU as

com pared to the other,non-perturbative m ethods. The

Random Dispersion Approxim ation (RDA)[13]predicts

a considerably lowercriticalvalueUc;R D A � W .Theori-

gin ofthisdiscrepancy,however,ispresently notclear.

O n thein�nite-dim ensionalhypercubiclatticewith the

scaling t= t�=
p
q,we expectthe m etal-insulatortransi-

tion to occur atUc = 6t�. Again,this agreeswellwith

the NRG calculations [16]where the value Uc � 5:80t�

hasbeen found.

Theexistenceofam etal-insulatortransition in thehy-

percubiclatticeata �niteU c isnotatallclear,consider-

ingthefactthatthefreedensityofstatesisG aussian,i.e.

hasno cuto�.In any case,the actualbandwidth (which

isin�nitefora G aussian density ofstates)cannotplay a

role forthe value ofUc. Itism uch m ore plausible that

it is the e�ective bandwidth (which is proportionalto
q R

d"�(")"2)thathasto be taken asa m easureforUc.

O uranalysisalsoshowsthatUc isroughlyindependent

ofthe details ofthe lattice structure and only depends

on the localquantity
P

j
t2ij.Thisresultcan quite natu-

rally beunderstood when theelectronsareconsidered as

getting localized atthe transition. In thiscase the elec-

tronswould only seetheirim m ediatesurrounding which

isthe sam e forboth the in�nite dim ensionalBethe and

the hypercubiclattice.

B .T w o-sublattice m odel

Letusnow work outthe predictionsofthe linearized

DM FT forinhom ogeneous lattices,i.e.latticeswith re-

duced (translational)sym m etries. The presum ably sim -

plestbutnon-trivialcaseisa Bethe lattice thatconsists

oftwo non-equivalentsublatticesQ 1 and Q 2 whereeach

site ofQ � has q� nearest neighbors that belong to Q �

(with � = 2 for� = 1 and � = 1 for� = 2).W econsider

the lim it ofin�nite coordination num bers q1;q2 7! 1

with 0 < q1=q2 < 1 . As for the hom ogeneous case

q1 = q2,it can be shown that the Hubbard m odelon

theinhom ogeneouslatticerem ainswell-de�ned and non-

trivialifthehoppingintegralisscaled appropriately,e.g.

t = t�=
p
q1 + q2 = t� �=

p
q1 with t�;t� � = const.As a

consequence,theself-energy��(!)islocalbutsublattice

dependent.Thelatticeproblem can bem apped ontotwo

im purity m odelsthatarecharacterized by hybridization

functions� �(!).The DM FT self-consistency equations

read:

� �(!)= ! � (�d � �)� � �(!)� G �(!)
� 1

; (20)

where G �(!) is the on-site G reen function for a site i

within the sublattice �.O ne easily veri�esthatthe free

(U = 0)localdensity ofstateson each sublatticeissym -

m etric and that � = U=2 at half-�lling. Furtherm ore,

with q1;q2 7! 1 ,weobtain from thelatticeDyson equa-

tion:

G �(!)
� 1 = ! + � � � �(!)� q�t

2
G �(!): (21)

Thelinearized DM FT forU 7! Uc iteratestheone-pole

ansatz� �(!)= �
(�)

N
=!.From eqs.(20)and(21)wehave

� �(!)= q�t
2G �(!)for� = 1;2. Thisim pliesthatthe

quasiparticlepeak forthe sublattice � with weightz� =

(36=U 2)�
(�)

N
generates a corresponding peak in � �(!)

with the weight�
(�)

N + 1
= q�t

2z�.W e thusget:

�
(�)

N + 1
=
X

�

K �� (U )�
(�)

N
; (22)

wherethe 2� 2 m atrix K (U )isde�ned as:

K (U )=
36t2

U 2

�
0 q1

q2 0

�

: (23)

A �xed point ofK (U ) corresponds to a self-consistent

solution. Let �r(U ) denote the eigenvalues of K (U ).

W e can distinguish between two cases: Ifj�r(U )j< 1

for r = 1 and r = 2, there is the trivial solution

lim N 7! 1 �
(�)

N
= 0 only (insulating solution forU > Uc).

O ntheotherhand,ifthereisatleastone�r(U )> 1,�
(�)

N

divergesexponentially asN 7! 1 (m etallic solution for

U < Uc).The criticalinteraction isthusdeterm ined via

the m axim um eigenvalueby the condition:

�m ax(Uc)= 1: (24)

Thisyields:

Uc = 6t 4

p
q1q2 ; (25)

i.e.the geom etricalm ean ofthe criticalinteractionsof

two hom ogeneousBethelatticeswith coordination num -

bersq1 and q2,respectively. The resultrecoversthe ho-

m ogeneous case q1 = q2 and correctly gives Uc = 0 for

the atom iclim itq1 7! 0 orq2 7! 0.

The analysis can be generalized straightforwardly to

an arbitrarynum berofssublatticesQ 1;:::;Q s.W econ-

sidera Bethelatticewhereeach siteofthesublatticeQ �

4



has (q� � 1) nearestneighbors belonging to the sublat-

ticeQ � +
and onenearestneighborin thesublatticeQ � �

where �� � � � 1 exceptfor� = s (here � + � 1)and

� = 1 (�� � s).In thelim itq� 7! 1 with �xed pairwise

ratios0 < q�=q� < 1 ,wehave:

G �(!)
� 1 = ! + � � � �(!)� q�t

2
G � +

(!); (26)

and the argum entproceeds as above. W e �nally arrive

at the m ean-�eld equation (22) with K (U ) being an s-

dim ensionalm atrix with s non-zero elem ents:

K (U )=
36t2

U 2

0

B
B
B
B
@

0 q1

0 q2

0 ::

:: qs� 1

qs 0

1

C
C
C
C
A

: (27)

Thisim plies:

Uc = 6t

 
sY

�= 1

q�

! 1=2s

: (28)

Again,thisisplausiblesinceq� = 0forany� would m ean

to cut the lattice into unconnected pieces of�nite size,

and the M otttransition becom esim possible (Uc = 0).

Also the s 7! 1 lim itofeq.(28)ism eaningful: Con-

sider e.g.q�= 1 6= q � q2 = q3 = � � � . This describes

a Bethe lattice with coordination num berq for allsites

exceptforonedistinguished im purity sitewith coordina-

tion num berq1.Asexpected physically,Uc isuna�ected

by the presence ofthe im purity. Furtherm ore,in any

casewhereonechangesthenum berofnearestneighbors

ofa �nite num berofsitesonly,the value forUc rem ains

unchanged.

C .G eneralinhom ogeneous B ethe lattice

W e �nally tackle the \inverse" problem :G iven a m a-

trix K ,is there a realization ofa (Bethe) lattice such

that the criticalinteraction is determ ined by the m ax-

im um eigenvalue of K ? For this purpose we consider

the Hubbard m odelwith nearest-neighborhopping on a

generalinhom ogeneous Bethe lattice where each site i

m ay have a di�erent coordination num ber. Rem aining

spatialsym m etries are accounted for by classifying the

lattice sites into sublattices Q � that consist ofequiva-

lentsitesonly.By q�� we denote the num berofnearest

neighborsofa site i2 Q � thatbelong to the sublattice

Q �. W e are interested in the lim it q�� 7! 1 with 0 <

q�� =q
� < 1 since thisim pliesa localbut�-dependent

self-energy ��(!). W ithin the DM FT this Hubbard

m odelism apped ontoim purity m odelswhich arelabeled

bythesublatticeindex�.Theself-consistencyconditions

aregiven by eq.(20).

Let G
(0)
� (!) � G �(!) be the on-site G reen function

for a site iin Q �,and G
(n)
� n � n � 1� � � �1�(!) = hhci�;c

y

j�
ii!

theo�-siteG reen function forn-th nearest-neighborsites

i 2 Q � n
and j 2 Q �. G (n) depends on the sublattice

indicesthatarem etalong the(unique)path from jto i.

Via itsequation ofm otion,G
(0)
� couplesto the nearest-

neighboro�-site G reen function G
(1)
� 1�:

(! + � � � �(!))G
(0)
� (!)= 1+ t

X

� 1

q�� 1
G
(1)
� 1�

(!): (29)

Fora Bethe lattice the nearest-neighborG reen function

G
(1)
� 1� can only coupleto G

(2)
� 2� 1� and to G

(0)
� again.M ore

generally,the equation ofm otion for the n-th nearest-

neighboro�-site G reen function reads:

(! + � � � � n
(!))G

(n)
� n � � � �1�(!)= tG

(n� 1)
� n � 1� � � �1�(!)

+ t
X

� n + 1

q� n � n + 1
G
(n+ 1)
� n + 1� � � �1�(!); (30)

where in the second term on the r.h.s.we haveused the

approxim ation q�� � 1 � q�� which becom esexactin the

lim itofin�nitecoordination num bers.Thein�niteseries

de�ned by eqs.(29) and (30) can form ally be sum m ed

up.Thisyields:

G �(!)
� 1 = ! + � � � �(!)� t

2
X

�

q�� G �(!): (31)

The m ean-�eld equation ofthe linearized DM FT thus

hasagain theform (22)wheretheK -m atrix isgiven by:

K �� (U )=
36t2

U 2
q�� : (32)

Thecriticalinteraction isgiven by6ttim esthem axim um

eigenvalue ofthe coordination-num ber m atrix q. Note

that for a general(non-sym m etric), irreducible m atrix

with non-negative elem ents, the eigenvalue with m axi-

m um absolute value is realand non-negative (Perron-

Frobenius theorem [21]). W e thus conclude that any

quadratic m atrix K with non-negative elem ents can be

related to the M ott transition on a Bethe lattice with

certain (in�nite)coordination num bers.

D .H ypercubic �lm s

Asa m orerealisticexam plefortheM otttransition on

an inhom ogeneouslatticeweconsidera hypercubicHub-

bard �lm .A D -dim ensional�lm isbuiltup from a num -

berd of(D � 1)-dim ensional\layers".Fora hypercubic

�lm these layersare cutoutofthe usualD -dim ensional

hypercubiclattice.A setofM illerindices[x1;x2;:::;xD ]

characterizesthe�lm -surfacenorm aldirection.Them ost

sim ple �lm s are those with low-index surfaces given by

x1 = � � � = xr = 1and xr+ 1 = � � � = xD = 0.Forany site
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in the �lm exceptforsitesatthe �lm surfacesthere are

q1 = 2D � 2rnearestneighborswithin thesam elayerand

q2 = r nearestneighborsin each ofthe adjacentlayers;

the totalcoordination num berisq= q1 + 2q2 = 2D .

For D 7! 1 the Hubbard m odelis wellde�ned with

the usualscaling ofthe hopping t = t�=
p
2D ,the self-

energy becom eslocalbutlayerdependentand dynam ical

m ean-�eld theory is exact [22]. The lattice problem is

m apped onto a setofd im purity problem s. The DM FT

self-consistency conditions are given by eq.(20) where

theindex � now hasto beinterpreted asthelayerindex:

� = 1;:::;d.

The linearized DM FT can be developed asin Sec.II.

Equation (8),however,isno longervalid and m ustbere-

placed by theDyson equation correspondingto thegiven

�lm geom etry. The coherent part ofthe on-site G reen

function fora site in the layer� isgiven by:

G �(!)= z� eG �(!)=
z�

! � fM
(�)

2 F�(!)
(33)

where z� is the layer-dependent quasiparticle weight,

z� = (1 � @��(i0
+ )=@!)� 1 and eG �(!) is the on-site

elem ent ofthe free (U = 0) G reen function but calcu-

lated for the renorm alized hopping tij 7!
p
zi tij

p
zj

with zi = z� for a site i in the layer �. In the ex-

pression on the right, fM
(�)

2 denotes the corresponding

second m om entwhich iscalculated as fM
(�)

2 = z�(q1z� +

q2z�� 1+ q2z�+ 1)t
2.Thism eansthatthelinearized m ean-

�eld equation hasagain theform (22)with thefollowing

d-dim ensionaltridiagonalm atrix:

K (U )=
36t2

U 2

0

B
B
@

q1 q2

q2 q1 q2

q2 q1 ::

:: ::

1

C
C
A : (34)

Itseigenvaluesarethezerosofthed-th degreeChebyshev

polynom ialofthe second kind [23].From the m axim um

eigenvalueweobtain:

Uc = 6t

s

q1 + 2q2 cos

�
�

d+ 1

�

: (35)

Equation (35) describes the com plete thickness and ge-

om etry dependence of the critical interaction for the

M ott-Hubbard transition in hypercubicHubbard �lm s.

In thelim itofthick �lm sd 7! 1 onerecoversthebulk

value Uc = 6t
p
q1 + 2q2. For d < 1 the criticalinter-

action notonly dependson the �lm thicknessd butalso

on the geom etry ofthe �lm surface which is character-

ized by r. Varying r we can passcontinuously from the

m ost closed (r = 1) to the m ost open (r = D ) surface

geom etry.Forr = 1,i.e.a (1000...) �lm surface,a site

in the topm ost layer has qS = q1 + q2 = 2D � 1 near-

estneighborsto be com pared with q = 2D in the bulk.

For D 7! 1 the localenvironm ent ofthe surface sites

isessentially thesam easin thebulk,i.e.surfacee�ects

becom em eaningless.Consequently,wegetUc = 6t�,i.e.

the bulk value irrespective ofd. Forr = D one obtains

theopen (1111...) �lm surface.Thesurfacecoordination

num ber is reduced to qS = q2 = D . The criticalinter-

action isUc = 6t�
p
cos(�=(d+ 1))which issm allerthan

6t� forany d.

Equation (35)can alsobeapplied to�nite-dim ensional

�lm s(D < 1 )ifone additionally assum esthe localap-

proxim ation for the self-energy functionalto hold. For

D = 3 sim ple-cubic �lm swith a thicknessranging from

d = 1 up to d = 8 and for sc(100),sc(110)and sc(111)

�lm surfaces,theprediction (35)ofthelinearized DM FT

has been tested in Ref.[22]by com paring with the re-

sultsforUc ofa fully num ericalevaluation oftheDM FT

equations using the exact diagonalization ofsm allim -

purity m odels (ns = 8). It is found that the linearized

DM FT qualitatively and { asfarascan be judged from

the num ericalevaluation { also quantitatively predicts

thecorrectgeom etryand thicknessdependenceofUc [22].

E.C riticalexponent and criticalpro�les

So farthe discussion wasrestricted to the calculation

ofthe criticalvalue Uc which is derived from a linear

hom ogeneous m ean-�eld equation [eqs.(17) and (22)].

To determ ine the criticalbehaviourofthe quasiparticle

weightz forU 7! Uc,onehasto go beyond thelinearized

DM FT.For this purpose a sim ple generalization ofthe

argum entsin Sec.IIisnecessary.

W ereplacethesecond-orderresultforthequasiparticle

weightz= 36V 2=U 2 [eq.(6)]by the resultup to fourth

orderin V=U :

z = 36
V 2

U 2

�

1� 44
V 2

U 2

�

: (36)

W ith the sam estepsasbefore,onearrivesat:

� N + 1 =

�

1� 44
� N

U 2

�
36

U 2
M 2� N ; (37)

which is a non-linear equation for the \m ean �eld" �.

The self-consistency requires� N + 1 = � N = �. Solving

for� yields:

� =
1

22
Uc(Uc � U ); (38)

where we have already expanded the righthand side in

powersof(Uc� U ).Theresultforthequasiparticleweight

nearUc is

z =
18

11

Uc � U

Uc

: (39)

This equation is,ofcourse,only valid for U < Uc. W e

obtain a linearvanishing ofthequasiparticleweightnear
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the m etal-insulator transition as in the Brinkm an-Rice

approach [7]and the PSCM [17].

Forthe Hubbard m odelon an inhom ogeneouslattice,

the self-energy and thus the quasiparticle weight is site

or sublattice dependent: z� = (1 � @��(i0
+ )=@!)� 1.

W ithin the linearized DM FT [eq. (22)], the critical

interaction is determ ined from the largest eigenvalue

�m ax(Uc)= 1 in the eigenvalueproblem

z� =
X

�

K ��(Uc)z� : (40)

Thecorrespondingeigenvectorz� = z�(Uc)describesthe

criticalpro�le ofthe quasiparticle weight. The pro�le

is uniquely determ ined up to a norm alization constant.

W hile z�(U ) 7! 0 for each � as U 7! U c, the ratios

z�(Uc)=z�(Uc)rem ain to benon-trivial.Forexam ple,in

the two-sublattice m odelcharacterized by eq.(23),the

criticalpro�leisgiven by z1(Uc)=z2(Uc)=
p
q1=q2.

Todeterm inethecriticalbehaviourofthe�-dependent

quasiparticle weightfor U 7! Uc but U < Uc,we again

have to expand up to fourth orderin V�=U .Thisyields

the following m ean-�eld equation:

z�(U )=
X

�

K ��(U )z�(U )�
11

9
z
2
�(U ): (41)

Forthe two-sublatticem odelweobtain:

z1;2(U )=
36

11

p
q1;2

p
q1 +

p
q2

Uc � U

Uc

: (42)

Forq1 = q2 thisresultreducesto eq.(39).

IV .SU M M A R Y

W e have discussed a \linearized" version ofthe Dy-

nam icalM ean Field Theory which allowsfortheanalyt-

icalcalculation ofthe criticalinteraction for the M ott-

Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition atT = 0. The m ain

resultis:

Uc = 6

s
Z

d""2�(")= 6

s
X

j

t2ij ; (43)

which shows that it is the second m om ent ofthe non-

interacting density ofstateswhich determ ines Uc. This

iscontrary to the Hubbard-IIIapproxim ation wherethe

criticalinteraction isdeterm ined by the free bandwidth

W and to theBrinkm an-Riceapproach whereUc isgiven

in term softheU = 0kineticenergye0.ThevaluesforUc

obtained with thelinearized DM FT havebeen com pared

with theavailableresultsfrom num ericalsolutionsofthe

fullDM FT equations,and a good agreem entisfound.

The linearized DM FT isofcourse notable to answer

detailed questionsaboutthenatureoftheM ott-Hubbard

transition,such asthe existenceorabsenceofa hystere-

sis,theorderofthetransition,etc.Itsadvantageisthat

it can be easily generalized to a variety ofgeom etries.

To obtain the criticalinteraction,it is su�cientto �nd

the m axim um eigenvalue ofthe respective coordination-

num ber m atrix, the dim ension of which is determ ined

by the rem aining spatialsym m etries (see e.g.eq.(32)).

The analyticalresultsfore.g.the m etal-insulatortran-

sition in thin Hubbard �lm s have been checked against

num ericalsolutionsofthefullDM FT equations,and the

geom etry dependence has been found to be essentially

the sam e,in the DM FT and in the linearized DM FT.

Them ain approxim ation which ourapproach isbased

on,istheone-polestructureofthee�ectivehybridization

function.Itisobviousthatthe linearized DM FT can in

principlebeextended by taking into accountm orestates

for the e�ective conduction band (in the quasiparticle

peak and/or the Hubbard bands). However, its m ain

advantage { the possibility to obtain analyticalresults

forUc { would then be im m ediately lost.

It would be very interesting to see whether experi-

m entson M ott-Hubbard system sin di�erentgeom etries

willshow sim ilar trends as predicted by the linearized

DM FT.
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