


1 Introduction

The study of the quasiparticle excitations in solids has been one of the most fascinating
subjects for many years [1]. The subject of the present paper is a microscopic many-body
theory of strongly correlated electron models. A principal importance of this problem is
related with the dual character of electrons in a wide class of materials (transition metal
oxides, intermediate-valence solids, heavy fermions and high-Tc superconductors). - The
behaviour of electrons in these materials exhibit both localized and delocalized features [2].
Contrary to the wide-band electron systems (like simple metals), where the fundamentals
are very well known and the electrons can be represented in a way such that they weakly
interact with each other, in these substances the bands are narrow, the electrons interact
strongly and moreover their spectra are complicated. ‘
The problem of the adequate description of the strongly correlated electron systems has
been studied intensively during the last decade, especialy in context of Heavy Fermions
and High-Tc superconductivity [2]. The understanding of the true nature of the elec-
tronic states and their quasiparticle dynamics are one of the central topics of the current
experimental and theoretical efforts in the field. The plenty of experimental and theo-
retical results show that this many-body quasiparticle-dynamics is quite non-trivial. A
vast amount of theoretical searches for the suitable description of the strongly correlated
fermion systems deal with the simplified model Hamiltonians. These include as workable
patterns single-impurity Anderson model (SIAM) [3] and Hubbard model [4]. In spite

of certain drawbacks these models exhibit the key physical feature: the competition and -

interplay between kinetic energy (itinerant) and potential energy (localized) effects. A
fully consistent theory of quasiparticle dynamics of both models is believed to be crucially
important [5], [6] for a deeper understandihg of the true nature of the electronic states in
the above mentioned class of materials. . -

In spite of many theoretical efforts the complete solution of dynamical problem still lack-
ing for the ”simple” Anderson/Hubbard model. One of the main reasons for-this is that it
has been recognized relatively recently only [7] that the simplicity of the Anderson model
manifests itself not in the many-body dynamics (the right definition of the quasiparticles
via the poles of the Green’s functions) but rather at quite different level - in the dynamics
of the two-particle scattering, resulting in the elegant Bethe-ansatz solution, which gives
the static characteristics(static susceptibility, specific heat etc.): In this sense, as to the
true many-body dynamics, the complete analytical solution of this problem is still a quite
open subject. The present paper is primarily devoted to the analysis of the relevant many-
body dynamical solution of the SIAM and its correct functional structure. We wish to
determine which solution actually arise from both the self-consistent many-body approach
and intrinsic nature of the model itself. We believe strongly that before numerical calcu-
lations of the spectral intensity of the Green function at low energy and low temperature
it is quite important to have the consistent and close analytical representation for the one-
particle GF of SIAM and Hubbard model. To confirm this let us mention two examples
only: i) recent "exact” dynamical solution [8] of the Anderson model, which is in fact the
well-known lowest order approximative interpolation solution [9]; ii)”nonperturbative”
self-energy corrections to the Hubbard model [10], where the self-energy (Eq.(15)) in the
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second-order in U (c.f. [5]) has been used for the calculation of the corrections to ”Hub-
bard I” solution, which is essentially strong-U solution and, moreover, is incorrect even
in this limit. A proper many-body description of dynamic correlations is very actual also
for the investigation of the dynamics of many-impurity Anderson model, where standard
advanced many-body methods does not work properly in usual formulation. Recently, a
lot of efforts have been devoted for better understanding of the static and dynamical prop-
erties of the Anderson Model in the context of many impurity case(e.g. [6], [11]). This
field is quite important for description of magnetic properties of anomalous rare-earth
compounds [12] - [16]. Although the few-impurity Anderson model has not been studied
extensively, with the use of conformal field theories the corresponding Kondo problem has
been at this point clarified substantially [17].

The problem of an adequate and consistent description of dynamics of single-impurity
and many-impurity Anderson models(SIAM and TIAM) and other models of correlated
lattice electrons is still not solved analytically completely yet. It is well known [1], that
the proper theoretical description of the dynamical properties of the Anderson model has
a direct relationship with experiment, namely with different types of photoelectronic stud-
ies of f and d electrons in rare-earths and actinide compounds [18], [19] and description of
transport properties. Core-level x-ray photoemission and photoabsorption spectroscopies
are powerful tools in the study of electron states in solids. The Anderson model provides
a microscopic basis and also a point of view for discussing this phenomena [20]. There are
some points still remains open to discussion in this field [21], [22] and to settle this issue
we need a better understanding a first-principles microscopic description of the many-
body quasiparticle dynamics of the Anderson and related models. This problem has been
studied intensively during last decades [23] - [30]. The paper [30] clearly show an impor-

tance of the calculation of the Green’s function and spectral densities in a self-consistent’

way. A remarkable achievement was made recently in papers [31], [32] with numerical
renormalization group approach. Their results, though being only numerical, provide an
accurate description for the frequency and temperature dependence of the single-particle
spectral densities and transport time.

During the last decades a lot of theoretical papers have been pubhshed attacking the An-
derson model by many refined many-body analytical methods [33] - [43]. Nevertheless,
the fully consistent dynamical analytical solution in the closed form for a single-particle
propagator of SIAM is still lacking. In this paper the problem of consistent analyti-
cal description of the many-body dynamics of SIAM will be discussed in the framework
of equation-of-motion appproach for two-time thermodynamic Green’s Functions. Our
main motivation was the fact that an interesting approach to dynamics of the Anderson
model [36], [37] (and Hubbard model [10]) was formulated recently using the modified ver-
sion of Kadanoff-Baym method. Qur aim is to compare this approach with the equation-of
motion technique for two-time thermodynamic Green’s Functions, having in mind to find
the most suitable technique for subsequent descrption of a dyna.m1cs of few-impurity An-
derson model.
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2 Model

The Hamiltonian of SIAM can be written in the form
H= Z ekcz-,cka + Z EOafg;fOcr + U/2 Z NgsNo—s T Z Vk(C:ngcr + fg;clw) (1)
ko 4 . 4 ko

where ¢} and fJ, are respectively the creation operators for conduction and localized
electrons; ¢ is the conduction electron energy, Eo, is the localized electron energy level
and U is the intra-atomic Coulomb interaction at the impurity site. Vi represents the
s — f hybridisation.

Our goal is to propose the new combined many-body approach for description of the
many-body quasiparticle dynamics of SIAM at finite temperatures. The interplay and
competition of the kinetic energy (ex), potential energy (U) and hybridisation (V) affects
substantially the electronic spectrum. The renormalised electron energies are temperature
dependent and electronic states have a finite life times. These effects are most suitable
accounted for the Green functions method [1], [2]. The way of derivation of the "exact”
solution [8] gives to us an opportunity to emphasize some important issues about the
relevant dynamical solutions of the strongly correlated electron models (SIAM, TIAM,
Hubbard model, PAM etc.) and to formulate in a more sharp form the ideas of the method
of the Irreducible Green’s Functions (IGF) [5]. This IGF method allows one to describe
the quasiparticle spectra with damping of the strongly correlated electron systems in
a very general and natural way and to construct the relevant dynamical solution in a
self-consistent way on the level of Dyson equation without decoupling the chain of the
equation of motion for the GFs.

3 Dynamical Properties

At this point it is worthwhile to underline that despite that the fully consistent dynamical
solution of SIAM is still lacking, a few important contributions has been done previously
with the equations of motion for the GFs. To give a more instructive discussion let us
consider the single-particle GF of localized electrons, which is defined as
Go(t) =<< foo(t), f6, >>= —i8(t) < [foo(t), f, )4+ >=
+oa
T 1/2n dw exp(—iwt)G,(w) (2)

—00

The simplest approximative "interpolating” solution of SIAM has the form {9k

G ( )_ 1 + U < ng-s > _
) T For — S(w) (@ = Eoy — S(@) — U)(w = Fop — S(w))
- < ng_y > < No—y >
w—Eo,—S(w)+w—Eo,——S(w)—U 3)
where |V|2
v k
SW=>."g ()
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The values of n, should to be determined through the selfconsistency equation
1
Mo =< g >= = /dEf(E)ImG,(E,n,) (5)

where

E) = [ezp(BE) + 1]
This solution is valid at small V only and was analyzed in details in papér [24] in the
context of screening effects in the core-level spectra of mixed-valence compounds, where
it was shown that solution (3) is valid for V' < 0.5 eV (with core-hole interaction). The
"atomic-like” interpolating solution (3) reproduces correctly the two important limits:

1- <ng_, > < Nog-g >

G,(w) = o _E. Py for V:O
1 .
GU(W) = ;)-:an———s(a)), fOT U =0 (6)

The important point about formulas (6) is that any approximate solution of SIAM should
be consistent with it. Let us remind how to get solution (3). It follows from the system
of equation for small-V limit:

(w — Egp — S(W)) << foolfd >>u= 1+ U << foono—s|f >>u, G

(w — Boy — U) << fosno-olfy >>um< nooe > + Y Vh << honioolfgy >>u,  (8)
k

(w—e) << ckano-alfm, >>,= Vi << foononolft, >>u 9)

The equation ( 8) is approximative; it include two more terms, which were threated in
the limit of small V in paper [34]. The solution (3) has been obtained in paper [8]
and presented as an "exact”. We shall see later on that, in fact, all results in {8] are
approximative and are valid in the lowest order in V. '
Another advanced many-body approach to analytical solution of SIAM was proposed in
paper [36]). A modified Kadanoff-Baym equation-of motion technique has been used in
[36] to get a solution, which have a number of truly remarkable properties. This solution
was first found analytlcally [36], then only recently verified numerically [37]. To find
more complex expansion, including both U and V, the "mean-fields” in paper {36] were
"introduced” as follows: )

<< foo [ sCheolfd >>m< [ y0heo ><< foolf >>,

<< fooll_, fo-olfoo >>m< &, fo-o ><< foolfoy >>,

<< Cho fo-a ol fog SO [ gCpmo ><< Crolfey >>,
<< Cro€l_p foolfdy >>m< &, fouo ><< Cholfh, >> (10)

In fact, the procedure of introduction of the mean field corrections in the paper [36] remind
.(but not coincide) with that of the more systematic IGF method. The inelastic scattering
corrections (self- energy) and elastic ones (mean-field) are separated in the IGF method

e

in the most consistent and general way. The Neal’s definition (10) will be clearer if one
rewrite the "effective mean-field” part of the full Neal’s solution in the following form

1
Co = S Fa—S@) = Zo@) T
i (11)
(w — Eoo — S(w) = U)(w — Eos — S(w) ~ Zo(w))
Here . '
Z, = o Eo. _fjg( 1+ Z (w|Vk| ;Vp(< fr,epme>—=< c oo >))

(12)
Since the symmetry properties of < ¢}, fo, >, the connection of the GFs (11) and (3) can
now be made by noting that Z, = 0.

4 Generalised Mean Fields

We now proceed to the details. In the important paper [34] the calculation of the GF
(2) has been considered in the limit of infinitely strong Coulomb correlation U and small
hybridisation V. It was shown, with the using the decoupling procedure for the higher-
order GFs, that the obtained solution gives the correct result in the Kondo limit at low
temperatures and for some other limits. The functional structure of the Lacroix’s solution
generalize the solution (3). The paper [34] deal with the GF (2). The starting point is
the system of equations:

(w = Eoo — S(w)) << foolfghy >>= 1+ U << foono-alfg; >>  (13)
(w— Egy —U) €< fostoo|foh >>=<no_s > +Z V(<< Crotozo|fif, >> —
k t

<< Choofh o folfi >> + << &b foo fo-olfd, >>)  (14)

Using the relatively simple decoupling prdcedure for higher-order equation of motion, the
qualitatively correct low-temperature spectral intensity has been calculated. The final
expression for the GF (2) for finite U has the form

1
For —S(@) £ US(@) |
U < no-e > +UFR (W) (15)
K(w)(w — Ego — S(w) + USi1(w))

<< foolfdy >>=

where Fy, $1 and K are certain complicated expressions, which can be easyly derived.
We shall write down explicitly the infinite U approximate GF [34]:

1= < ooy > —Fy (w)
& — oy — S(@) — Z}w) (16)

<< foolfd >>=



The following notations have been used

_ <fo+_,,Ck-a>
Fa—V;Tﬂ‘— (17)

< ero > < f¥ ciee >
Z = y? ST T S(w)V = J0-g k-0 7 18
P VI L SV (18)

The functional structure of the single-particle GF (16) is quite transparent. The expression
in numerator of (16) play a role of "dynamical mean-field”, which is proportional to
< ff ,ck-o >. In the denominator instead of bare shift S (w) (4) we have an "effective
shift” §' = S(w) 4+ Z}(w). The choice of the specific procedure of decoupling for the
higher-order equation of motion specify the selected ”generalised mean fields” (GMFs)
and "effective shifts”. This is a central statement of the present considerations which we
shall illustrate below in details.

5 Interpolating Solution

It will be quite revealing to discuss briefly the general concepts of constructing of inter-
polative dynamical solution of the strongly correlated electron models. The very problem
of the consistent interpolation solution of the many-body electron models was formulated
explicitly by Hubbard [44] in the context of Hubbard model and by Kim [45] in context of
SIAM. Hubbard clearly ponted out one particular feature of consistent theory, insisting
that it should gives exact results in the two opposite limits of very wide and very narrow
bands. It was argued by Hubbard [44], ” that this was a desirable feature of a theory
which was intended to interpolate between these limits”. The same remarks was made by
Kim [45] for SIAM.

The functional structure of required interpolating solution can be clarified if one consider
the atomic (very narrow band) solution of the Hubbard model:

1—n_ n_ 1
Gat — o o —
(w) W — to w — to - U W — to - EM(LU) (19)
where U
a; * Mg
BHW) = T aw =y (20)
w—ig
Let us consider the expansion in terms of U:
1 .
M w) mn_ U 4 n_,(1 - n_,,)U’w —+0(U) (21)
=t
The well known "Hubbard I” solution can be written as
1 1
Gk = © (22)

T o— k) —=w) | (G + 1t —e(F)

S

The partial "Hubbard ur solution, which called "alloy analogy” approximation has the
form: : n U

T 1= (U-T@)Gw)
Equation (23) is possible to get from (20) taking into account the following relationship:

B(w) (23)

1 1
w—to l—n_,,

G(w) - Z(w)G(w) (24)

The Coherent Potential Approximation (CPA) provide a basis for physical interpretation
of equation (23), which correspond to elimination of the dynamics of —o electrons. In
analogy with (21) it is posible to expand:

n_,U
1 - (U -XZ(w)G(w)

=n_U+n_ Ul -E)Gw - )+ O0() (25) -

The solution (16) does not reproduce correctly the U-perturbation expar.lsion (c.f. [41])
for the self-energy of the GF (2):

M;(w) ~U < no_, >+
2 S(ENf(E)(1 — f(Es)) + (1 = f(E\)(1 — f(E2)) f(Es)
U/dEl/dEz/dEa o—E-FEitE
' ImG,(E1)ImG_,(E:)ImG_,(E;) (26)

It will be shown in separate publication elsewhere that it is possible to find certain way
to incorporate this U? perturbation theory expansion in the functional structure of the
interpolating dynamical solution of SIAM in a self-consistent way on the level of the
higher-order GFs. A heuristic semi-empirical approach for the constructing such a solution
for SIAM and periodic Anderson Model (PAM) has been proposed in paper [39] and for
Hubbard model in paper [46]. The advanced many-body dynamical solution of papers
[36], [37], which correctly reproduces (6), does not incorporate (in one expression) (26),
too. The IGF approach [5], [41] with the using of minimal algebra of relevant operators
allows one to find an interpolating solution for weak and strong Coulomb interaction U
and to calculate explicitly the quasiparticle spectra and their damping for the both limits.
The U-perturbation expansion (26) is included in the IGF scheme in a self-consistent
way. That means that one can use the suitable iteration procedure for the system of
equations [41]:

1
<< foalfie >>= o S o, (1)
+oo E,\dE.
Mg~ U? /_oo w——————————_l_dE: — ;;ZEj E;U(El)(l = f(E2) - f(E3)) +
J(E2)f(Es)go-o(Er V905 (E2)g0-o(Ex) (28)
Yoo = —%Im << foslfd, >> (29)




If we take for the first iteration step in (28)
oo =~ 6(E - an el UTl_.g) (30)

we obtain

U2 f(EOU + Un—a)(]- - f(EOU + Un—a))
w—FEge —Un_,

where N_, = f(Fo, + Un_;). This is well known ”atomic” limit of the self-energy in the

sense of equation (25). The correct second-order contribution in the local approximation

for the Hubbard model has the form [46]

Ga << no_,|no_,, >>
n_s(l —n_,)

The same arguments should be valid for SIAM too.

Mo(w) = =U'N_,(1 - N_,)Go(w) ~ (31)

G, x

(32)

6 Complex Expansion for a Propagator

We now proceed with analytical many-body consideration. One may attempt to consider
the suitable solution for the SIAM starting from the following exact relation , which was
derived in paper [41]:

<< foolfd >>=g°+ ¢°P¢° (33)
¢° = (w— Eor — 5'((;.)))'1 (34)
P=U <ng_, > +U* << fosno—elfbn0-0 >> (35)

The advantage of the equation (33) is that it is purely identity and does not include any
approximation. Having emphasized the importance of the role of the equation (33) , let
us see now what is the best possible fit for the higher-order GF in (35). We proceed by
considering the equation of ‘motion for it:

(w — Eo, — U) << fo,no_,|f&;no_a >o=< ngis > +
z Vk(<< ckunO-alf(I,nO-a >> 4+
k

<< c:—afOUfO—alf(-J‘;nO-a >> - << ck—af(-)‘-—afOUIf(;t;nU-d >>) - (36)

We can think of it as defining the new kinds of elastic and inelastic scattering processes
that contribute to the formation of the generalized mean fields and self-energy (damping)
corrections. The construction of the suitable mean fields can be quite non-trivial [5}, {6]
and it is rather difficult to get it from an intuitive physical point of view. To describe these
contributions self-consistently let us consider, in analogy with paper [34], the equations
of motion for the higher-order GFs in the r.h.s. of (36).

(w — €&) << chono—olfhnom0 >>=V << foontoo|fino—s >> +
Z V(<< ko [ gCpoalfhno—e >> — << ko CF_g ool fhn0-0 >>) (37
P

(w — €k — EOa + EO—U) << ck-uf(-)i-—afOUlf(-)tnO—a >o=—-< f(-)'-_,ck—anw > -
V << annO—alf(-)‘;nO—a >>+

S V(K< Chco f-oCpol forno-e >> = << koo, fool foyno-0 >>)  (38)
P

(w + & Eo,, - EO"U - U) << Cz-af()dfo—dlf(-)‘;no—ﬂ >>=-< c:_ngUf(-)‘;fO—a >+
) V << foeto-o| fhn0-0 >> +
Y V(<< & cp0 fo-olfdimo—s >> + << ¢f, footo-ol fm0-0 >>) (39)

P

Now let us see how to proceed forth to get the suitable functional structure of the relevant
solution. The intrinsic nature of the system of the equations of motion (37) - (39) suggest
to consider the following approximation:

(w — €) << Crono—o|fhT0-0 >>% V << foono—ol|fdno-0 >> (40)

(W — €& — Bos + Eo_o) << Chmo [y fool fm0-0 >>% — < fif- sCk-omo0 >
V(<< fostooolfhno—s >> — << ch—oc}_, foo | fohno-s >>) (41)

(w+ & — Eog — Eo—y — U) << ¢}_, foo fo-ol fyn0-0 >>% — < ¢}_, foofth, fo-e > +
V(<< foono—o|fln0-0 >> + << &f_, fooCh-o| fn0-0 >>) (42)

It is transparent that the construction of the approximations (40)-(42) are related with
the small-V expansion and is not unique, but very natural. As a result we find the explicit
expression for the GF in (35)

< Ng—og > '—Fdl(w)

+ ~
<}< Joono—o|fayn0-0 >>= o Fo —U = 51(w) (43)
Here the following notations have been used
1 1
= 2
Siw) = S(w)+2k:w| vy -y sy sy ) S O

F}=) (VR+V?F;)  (45)
k

< &_oJoo fog fo-o > < fo_ o Ch-aTo0 >

F; = - — 46
T Wte—Foy—Eoy—U ki —-Emr + Eo-e (46)
— << c"_”c:—afovlfotno-ﬂ >> << ct—afwck-&lfgz;nb-lf >> (47)
P 3 T we—€— Eop + Eoyg w+ex—Egy —FBo_g —U

Now one can substitute the GF in (35) by the expression (43). This will give to us the
new approximative dynamical solution of SIAM where the complex expansion in both
U and V have been incorporated. The important observation is that this new solution
satisfies the both limits (6). For example, if we wish to get a lowest-order approximation




up to U?, V2, it is very easy to notice that for V = 0:

<] Chog >< Mgy >

<< anct_gck—qug;nO—u >R

w—Foy—U_
+
< CkeoC_, >< No-g >
<< ko €l_g Jool foo0-0 >>8 —— (48)
o

This results in the possibility to find explicitly all necessary quantities and, thus, to solve
the problem in a self-consistent way. :

There are numerous other possibilities that lead to a more advanced and sophisticated
solutions. It will be shown in separate paper that the system of equations (40) - (42) lead
us to a possibility to incorporate the U-perturbation expansion (26) in our new solution

for the GF (35).

7 Irreducible Green Functions Approach

After developing some of the basic facts about the correct functional structure of the rel-
~ evant dynamical solution of the SIAM we are looking for, we shall give a more instructive
considerations. Thus we are led to search the most suitable choice for "generalised mean
fields” (GMF) and "effective shift” for SIAM. An advanced many-body method that had
led to the discovery of such GMF and interpolating solutions of the Anderson/Hubbard
model was proposed in papers [47], [5], [6], [41]. It turns out that the various solutions of
the Anderson/Hubbard model are in fact given by this IGF method for various different
choice of the relevant generalised ‘mean fields. The Neal’s approach remind (but not co-
incide with) that of the more systematic IGF method. In what follows, we shall pretend
to combine the above mentioned circle of ideas in a more consistent and unified scheme.
The essense of the method of IGF is as follows. The introduction of the irreducible parts
of the GF's results in separation of all suitable renormalizations of the ”generalized mean
fields”(GMF). As a result, without having to make any truncation -of the hierarchy of
equations for the GFs, one can write down a Dyson equation (in terms of retarded GFs)

and obtain an exact analytical representation for the self-energy operator M in terms of
higher-order GFs _ .
: M = (GMF)1 _ ¢! (50)

Approximate solutions are constructed as definite approximations for the self-energy, in
another words on the level of the higher-order GFs. It was demonstrated in papers [5], [41]
how to get relevant approximations for the self-energy by means of suitable approximation
for high-order GF. In the present work we will use an essentially new method. We shall
write an equation of motion for the higher-order GF and then, using an exact relation be-
tween initia) and higher-order GFs, derive complex expansion in.U and V for one-particle
propagator. It is necessary to emphasize that there is an intimate connection between ad-
equate introductions of mean fields and internal symmetries of the Hamiltonian. Though
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we do not want to go here into the mathematical subtleties of defining the correct mean
fields for different models, we shall mention only that GMF can exhibit a quite non-trivial
structure, especially for the strongly correlated case [5], [6]. To obtain this structure cor-
rectly, one must construct the full GF from the complete algebra of relevant operators.
It was shown in [41], using the minimal algebra of relevant operators, that the construc-
tion of the GMFs for SIAM is quite non-trivial for the strongly correlated case and it is
rather difficult to get it from an intuitive physical point of view.

In this papers we want to continue this line of consideration dealing with a more extended
new algebra of operators from which the relevant matrix GF will be constructing. In the

same spirit it belongs to the most important intentions of this work to provide the basis

for future consideration of the self-consistent interpolation’ dynamical solutions of a few-
impurity Anderson model, which will be done in separate papers elsewhere.

We now return to the IGF method again and consider how generalise solution (3) with
IGF approach in a self-consistent way. Let us consider the following equation of motion

in the matrix form .
Y F(p,k)Go(p,w) =1+ Y V,D(p,w) _ (51)
P P

where G is initial 4 x 4 matrix GF and D is the higher-order GF:

Gl 1 Gl 2 G] 3 Gl 4
G?l GZZ G23 G24
G Gsz Gss Gag (52)
G41 G42 G43 G44

G, =

Here the following notations have been used

G =<< aolcf, >>; Gz =<< ewo|fif, >>;
G13 =<< k| fhno—s >>; Grq=<< ket nog >>;
G =<< foolcf, >>; Gar =<< foolff, >>;
Ga3 =<< foolffn0-6 >>; Ga =<< foolet no0 >>; (53)
Ga =<< anno-a|C:, >>; Gz =<< foono-o|fe, >>;
G33 =<< fosno-olfdno-s >>; Gay =<< f0ano-ulcz',no—a >>;
G =<< crono_olef, >>; Gaz =<< crono,|ff, >>;
Gz =<< Ckano—ulfg;no—u >>; Gag=<< Ckano—ulc;:,no—a >>;

We avoid to write down explicitly the relevant 16 GFs from which matrix GF D consist
of for the brevity. For our aims here it will be enough to proceed forth in the following
way.

The equation>(51) results from the first-time differentiation of the GF G and is a starting
point for the IGF approach. Let us introduce the irreducible part for the higher-order GF
D, by definition, in the following way (c.f. {5}, [41]):

Df = D= 3 Gag; (@) = (1,2,3,4 (50

11




and define the GMF GF according to
ZF pk)GYF(p,w) =1, (55)

then we will be able to write down explicitly the Dyson equation (49) and the exact
expression for the self-energy M (50) in the matrix form:

00 O 0
oy -1 000 o0 0 _1
M,(kw)=1"3"KY, 0 0 My M|’ (56)
e 0 0 My M
Here matrix 7 is given by

1 0 0 < Npeg >

0 1 <No—g > 0

0 <Npeg > < Noug > 0
< Npey > 0 0 < Mg >

and the the matrix elements of M have the form:

Mg =<< A7 (p)|BY'(9) >>, May =<< AT (p)|B; (k,q) >>

M =<< A (k,p)|BY (g) >>, Mas =<< A5 (k, p) By (k, q) >>

where
Al(p) = (¢}, foo fo-o — Cp-a [ foo);
Ay(k,p) = (Ckafg-acp—a CkoC:_,fo—a);
Bi(p) = (13,650 fo-o = [, fi-op=0); (57)
By(k, ) (Cka p—an-a Ctof;-ocp—v); ’
Since self-energy M describes the processes of inelastic scattering of electrons (c-c, f-fand
c-f types), its approximate representation would be defined by the nature of the physical

assumptions about this scattering.
To get an idea about the functional structure of our GMF solution (55) let us write down

the matrix element G¥F: ) )
- AMF _ + = <Moo >
G33 =< foan.o—vlfoano—” >>= w - Ega'fF_. U — SMF(w)—' Y(W) +
. S L Ny > Z(w) ' (58)
(w— EMF — U — SMF(w) — Y ())(w — Eor — S(w))
Y(w) = —22) (59)

w— E,; — S(w)
2) = )5 Ll +2 e MF+S< )L3‘+Z%L” ()
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Here the coefficients L', L2, L*! and L*? are the certain complicated averages (see defini- -

tion (54)) from which the functional of the GMF is build. If we insert our GMF solution

(58) in (35) we shall get an essentially new dynamical solution of SIAM, which is con--

structed on the basis of the complex (combined) expansion of the propagator in both
U and V parameters and which reproduces the exact solutions of SIAM for V = 0 and
U =0. It generalise (even on the mean-field level) the solutions of papers [34], [36].

At this point it is worth to discuss some of the issues involved in deciding whether or
not the solution of paper [8] is "exact”. Let us consider the our first equation of motion
(51) , before introducing of the irreducible GFs (54). Let us put simply in this equation
the higher-order GF D = 0! To distinguish this simplest equation from the GMF one
(55) we write it in the following form

PR (pw) =1 - (61)
.
The corresponding matrix elements in which we are interesting in here reads

1-<ngp > <Ng_g >
— o + . o—a 0—0 62
G =<< fulfis >>= e Y o~ E = S) =T (62)

< Mo—g >
Gga =< foﬂno—dlf:;no—o >>= w— Eoo — .;'(w) — (63)
Gy =<< fooNoms|f, >>= G, (64)

The conclusion is rather evident. The results of paper [8] follows from our matrix GF
(52) in the lowest order in V, even before introduction of GMF corrections, not speaking
about of the self-energy corrections. The two GFs G, and G3, are equal only in the
lowest order in V. It is quite clear, that the full our solution

G = [(GMFY™ - M (65)

which includes the self-energy corrections (56), is much more richér.

In fact, it is very easy to rewrite the system of the equations of motion (2) - (4) of pa-
per [8] in the completely equivalent form, which coincide with equation (33). As was
mentioned above, identity (33) has been derived in paper [41).- Here we used this identity
in quite another way than in [41] to get the new complex expansion for the single-particle
propagator. The identity (33) permit also to reformulate the problem of the derivation of
the suitable interpolative solution of the SIAM, including the U-perturbation expansion,
on the rather different then the single-particle GF level, on the.level of the higher-order
GF's as it will be shown in a separate publication.

It is worthwhile to underline that our 4 x 4 matrix GMF GF (52) gives only apprommatlve
description of the suitable mean fields. If we shall consider more extended algebra, we
shall get the more correct structure of the relevant GMF. A more rigorous mathematical

derivation of this relevant algebra, showing its central importance for the self-consistent
"dynamical solution ot SIAM, will be presented elsewhere.
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8 Discussion

In summary, we presented in this paper a consistent many-body approach to analytical
dynamical solution of SIAM at finite temperatures and for the broad interval of the values
of the model parameters. We used an exact result (33) to connect the single-particle GF
with the higher-order GF to obtain an complex combined expansion in terms of U and
V for the propagator, which is similar to that of paper [36] but differ in a more correct
identification and separation of elastic (mean fields) and inelastic (damping) contributions
to the self-energy. To summarize, we therefore reformulated the problem of searches for
appropriate many-body dynamical solution for SIAM in a way which provide us with
an effective and workable scheme for the constructing of advanced analytical approxima-
tive solutions for the single-particle GFs on the level of the higher-order GFs in a rather
systematic and a self-consistent way. This procedure has the advantage that it systemat-
ically use the principle of interpolating solution within equation-of-motion approach for
the GFs. The leading principle, which we have used here was to look more carefully for
the intrinsic functional structure of the required relevant solution and then to formulate
approximations for the higher-order GFs in accordance with this structure.
The main results of our IGF study are the exact Dyson equation (49) for the full 4x4
matrix GF (52) and the new derivation of the GMF GF (55). The approximative explicit
calculations of the inelastic self-energy corrections are quite straightforward but tedious
and too extended for the presentation it here. It will be done in the following paper
soon. Here we want to emphasize the essentially new point of view on the derivation of
the Generalized Mean Fields for SIAM when we are interesting in the interpolating fi-
nite temperature solution for the single-particle propagator. Our final solution ((33) with
(58)) has the correct functional structure and differ essentially from our previous solution
of paper [41] where the different algebra of the relevant operators has been used.
Of course, there are important criteria to be met (mainly numerically) , such as the
question left open, whether the present approximation satisfies the Friedel sumrule (this
- question left open by [36] and [34] too). A quantitative numerical comparison of self-
consistent results (e.g. the width and shape of the Kondo resonance in the near-integer
regime of the SIAM) would be crucial too. In the present paper we has concentrated on
the problem of correct functional structure of the single-particle GF itself. The numerical
calculations will be done in separate publication elsewhere. Our main' result reveal the
fundamental importance of the adequate definition of the Generalised Mean Fields at
finite temperatures, which results in a more deep insight into the nature of quasiparticle
. states of the correlated lattice fermions. We believe that our approach offer a new way for
the systematic constructions of the approximative dynamical solutions of SIAM, TIAM,
PAM and other models of the strongly correlated electron systems. The work in this
direction is in progress. V
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S R e O S Py

KBaauqacruquaa ):UlllaMHKa MOIICJ]H Almepcoua

B’ pa60Te H3yl-la.l'lHCb mmaunqecr\ue caoucrsa OIIHOIlpHMeCllOH MO,IICJIH A}mep-

-‘COHH ﬂp" KOHCLIHHX Temneparypax c TO‘ll\H BPCHHﬂ ZULICKB&THOFO OInHcaHNA

KBa3HYaCTHYIIbIX cocroamm B pamKax Teopuu MHOIIX, TeJl U MeTofa  ypasHetnil
uauxemm Halmeno HOBOE TOX/IECTBO, csa:;maatomee omlouacruquyro H MHOrO-
Llacrulmylo d)ym(ulm Fpera Ha ochose BTOIO TOXIECTBA yIa1oCh paamm; nocne-
JOBaTENbHBIH camocornacoaalmbm NOAXOR s nocrpoemm 0606 1eHHbIX cpenuux
nosei (nonpaBKu yIpyroro paccesuma) o Bb]BOIIa _TOUHOTO NpeCTaBIeHHs st

(MaCCOBoro oneparopa '(nonpaskH 11eynpyroro paccesmua) B paMmKax - 'ypaBHeHus
" Haiicona. 3To 103BO/IHJIO nonyqurb 110BOC npuﬁmm\emloe BbIPAXEIHE VISt OAO-

qacrnqnoro nponararopa BKmoqalotuee ozmospemelmo paviokeHHe N0 CTENeHsIM
Kynouochou x\oppenauuu Un napaMerpa ‘rubpumn3aumn V. ﬂpennaraeubm nonxon»
JaeT BO3MOXHOCTL: CHCTEMATHUECKOTO' MOCTPOEHIS HHTEPNONAUIOHHbIX. mmauu-v :

“YECKHX. pememm MOIICI]CH C.CHJILHOI 3neKTponuou Koppenauueu : S
' PaGota BbanIllleHa B Jla6oparopuu Teopermlecxou (pu3m<u HM H H Boromo- P
603a Ol/lfll/l LI S e . o

M b : . LN
; ‘t CooGuremle OGbetumetmoro lmcruryra xuepuux nccneuoammu Ily6na l996 s

San

\KuzemskyAL Gl e e e e ‘-ﬁ,-;c':'.'/.,,E1,7-‘96'-2"3;

Quasrpartlcle Many Body Dynamlcs of the Anderson Model

The paper addresses the many body quasrpartlcle dynamlcs of the Anderson'

i

“impurity model at finite temperatures in the framework of the equatlon of-motlon’

method. We flnd a new exact identity. relatlng the one—partlcle and  many- partlcle}
Green’s Functions: Using this 1dent|ty we present a consistent and general scheme’

for a construction of generalrsed mean ﬁelds (elastic. scatterlng corrections) and |

self-energy (melastrc scatterlng) in terms of Dyson equation.” A ‘new approach for
the complex expansion. for the smgle parttcle propagator in- terms of Coulomb

- +| repulsion U and hybrldlsatlon V is proposed. Using the exact 1dent1ty, the essentially
“new many body dynamlcal solutlon of SIAM has been denved “This approach offer. ;
‘a mew ‘way for the systematic construction- of the approxrmatlve mterpolatlng

dynamlcal solutions of the strongly correlated electron systems. :
. The 1nvest|gatlon “has been performed at the Bogolrubov ‘Laboratory ofk
Theoretlcal Physrcs JINR. PR '

: .jcommunicmion of the Joint Institute for Ndclear;Rfesearc‘h.'lk)ubna,: lk99,6“; o




