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Quantum materials featuring both itinerant and localized degrees of freedom exhibit numerous exotic phases
and transitions that deviate from the Ginzburg-Landau paradigm. This work uses the composite operator for-
malism to examine two-orbital strongly correlated Hubbard models. We observe the spontaneous breaking of
orbital symmetry, where the electron density in one of the orbitals reaches half-filling, resulting in an orbitally
selective Mott phase (OSMP). This broken symmetry phase becomes unstable at a critical average electronic
density away from half-filling. Furthermore, significant orbital differentiation persists up to a moderate inter-
orbital hopping, beyond which the system abruptly transitions to an orbitally uniform phase. In the OSMP
phase, the electrons in the two orbitals are weakly hybridized, resulting in a small Fermi surface. The volume
of the Fermi surface jumps at the transition from the OSMP to the orbitally uniform phase. We also discuss the
physical mechanisms leading to the collapse of the OSMP phase under different perturbations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Investigating strong electronic correlations is a central chal-
lenge in quantum matter, underlying many nontrivial phenom-
ena, such as high-Tc superconductivity [1–3], Mott insula-
tor [4–7], and heavy Fermions [8–11], among others. The sig-
nificant interactions between different degrees of freedom of
quantum materials lead to multiple broken symmetry phases,
resulting in an extremely rich phase diagram.

Orbital degrees of freedom can lead to intriguing phenom-
ena in strongly correlated quantum matter such as sponta-
neous orbital symmetry breaking, Hund metallicity [12]. The
orbital selective Mott phase (OSMP) was first proposed to ex-
plain the coexistence of metallic and magnetic properties in
ruthenates [13, 14] and has since been recognized as key for
understanding the normal [15] and superconducting proper-
ties [16, 17] of iron-based superconductors. It is also cru-
cial for understanding the local versus nonlocal duality in f -
electron-based compounds [18]. The OSMP is characterized
by the selective localization of electrons in specific orbitals,
while electrons in other orbitals remain itinerant. Initial evi-
dence came from Angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy
(ARPES) studies [19] in Ca1.8Sr0.2RuO4, followed by sim-
ilar observations in iron-chalcogenides [20]. In these mate-
rials, the spectral weight of the dxy orbitals vanishes upon
cooling, while the spectral weight of other 3d orbitals re-
mains non-zero. More recently, theoretical proposals sug-
gest that OSMP could also emerge in twisted bilayer sys-
tems such as twisted dichalcogenides [21] and twisted trilayer
graphene [22].

The theoretical model often used to describe this phase is
a multiorbital Hubbard model with intraorbital and interor-
bital on-site repulsion U and U ′, and Hund’s coupling JH
[23]. In the strong correlation regime, U prevents double
occupancy, favoring antiferromagnetism on a square lattice,
while JH promotes local spin alignment across different or-
bitals, corresponding to ferromagnetic interaction. Both U ′

and JH are correlated interactions between orbitals. Previ-
ous works [24, 25] highlight Hund’s coupling as the primary
factor in stabilizing the OSMP phase in non-degenerate corre-
lated orbitals by suppressing orbital fluctuations through spin

locking.
The OSMP phase can be defined as the complete localiza-

tion of one orbital entirely decoupled from the other metallic
orbitals [26]. The stability of the OSMP phase with interor-
bital hoppings remains a subject of debate. While there is
agreement among various methods that an OSMP exists when
the hopping between different orbitals is negligible, the situ-
ation becomes more intricate when it is non-zero. The slave-
spin formalism indicates the stability of the OSMP phase with
inter-orbital hopping [27, 28], with the hybridization of the
localized orbitals to the others renormalized to zero. Single-
site dynamical mean field theory (DMFT) claims [26] that
any inter-orbital hopping should lead to a finite hybridiza-
tion. Nevertheless, both methods agree that even with finite
hybridization, orbital differentiation exists with a significant
difference in effective mass.

This paper investigates the degenerate two-band Hubbard
model, also known as the bilayer Hubbard model [29], with
only intra-orbital on-site repulsion U . We examine the effect
of finite intraorbital hopping while varying the total electron
density in the strong correlation regime. In this regime, it is
suitable to start from the atomic Hamiltonian (t = 0) and
generate a set of quasiparticle operators for the ground state.
In these schemes, electrons in a strongly interacting regime
are generally considered a sum of weakly interacting excita-
tions [30]. These excitations correspond to holons and dou-
blons in the strongly correlated limit of the one-band Hubbard
model, both of which have identical quantum numbers to the
electron. This results in the emergence of the lower and up-
per Hubbard bands, characterized predominantly by holons
and doublons, respectively. Such schemes can be contrasted
with slave-boson methods [31–33] where the electron frac-
tionalizes into emergent operators that carry fractions of the
electron’s charge and spin. This introduces gauge freedom,
making the model equivalent to solving gauge theories.

Using the composite operator method (COM) [34–38], we
explore the strongly correlated limit of the two band Hubbard
model. This technique has previously been applied to specific
solutions of the two-band Hubbard model [39], demonstrat-
ing the existence of an OSMP phase. The objective of this
paper is to perform a detailed study of the physical proper-
ties and orbital symmetry-breaking phase in such a model.
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Our central finding is the emergence of a spontaneous or-
bital differentiation phase for moderate values of interorbital
hopping without explicit symmetry-breaking parameters be-
tween the two orbitals [29]. Our results offer a complemen-
tary perspective to slave-boson and DMFT approaches in sim-
ilar models and provide novel insights into the impact of finite
inter-orbital hopping on the OSMP phase and its abrupt desta-
bilization. Additionally, we investigate the correspondence
between the Kondo lattice model and this two-orbital Hub-
bard model [40, 41], particularly examining whether complete
Kondo breakdown [42] occurs in the OSMP phase.

The plan for the rest of the paper is as follows. The next sec-
tion discusses the model and the composite operator formal-
ism for the two-band Hubbard model. The detailed expres-
sions for self-consistency equations and physical observables
are presented in Appendix ??. We present the overall phase di-
agram for the strength of fixed interactions in Sec. (III A). The
subsequent subsections discuss the bands, the Fermi surface,
the density of states, and quasiparticle residues identifying the
two phases. We conclude with a discussion of the results in
Sec. (IV).

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We work with the two-band Hubbard model

H =−
∑
ijασ

tαijc
†
iασcjασ − λ

∑
iσ

(c†ixσciyσ + c†iyσcixσ)

(1)

+
∑
iα

Uαn̂iα↑n̂iα↓ − µ
∑
iσα

n̂iασ

Here, ciασ (c†iασ) annihilates (creates) an electron at site i
with orbital α and spin σ, where σ =↑, ↓ for spin-1/2 elec-
trons and α = x, y in a square lattice. The number operator is
defined as n̂iασ = c†iασciασ , and the local electron density is
the expectation value of the number operator, niασ = ⟨n̂iασ⟩.

The first term represents intraorbital hopping between
neighboring sites i and j, set to tij = t if i and j are near-
est neighbors; otherwise, zero. We set tx = ty = t in
this work, and all our energy scales are in units of t = 1.
The second term describes on-site interorbital hopping with
a coupling constant λ. The third term accounts for intra-
orbital on-site repulsion between electrons. We assume that
this intra-orbital repulsion has an equal strength for both or-
bitals Ux = Uy = U > 0. The chemical potential µ fixes the
total electron density of the system n = (1/N)

∑
i,α,σ⟨n̂iασ⟩

which can vary from n ∈ [0, 4]. Here is the number of lattice
points in the system. Our analysis of the system is valid in the
strong correlation regime where U ≫ t, λ.

A. Composite operators - Equation of Motion

In the strong correlation regime, the excitation of the singly
occupied ground state are given by holon (ξ) and doublon (η)

single orbital operators

ξi,ασ = ciασ(1− ni,ασ), (2)
ηi,ασ = ciασni,ασ. (3)

The composite operator method (COM) [37] is an equation of
motion technique to compute the electronic Green’s function
G(k, ω) and hence other physical quantities. For the two-band
Hubbard model with only intra-orbital electronic repulsion,
the paramagnetic composite operator basis is defined by

Ψ = (..., ξixσ, ηixσ, ξiyσ, ηiyσ, ...)
T
, (4)

leading to a 4N component vector. The matrix form of the
Green’s function in the imaginary time τ is written as

G(τ) = −
〈
Tτ

(
Ψ(τ)Ψ†(0)

)〉
, (5)

Here Tτ is the time ordering operator. The equation of motion
for the Green’s function is

−∂τG(τ) =δ(τ)
〈
{Ψ(0),Ψ†(0)}

〉
−

〈
Tτ

(
j(τ)Ψ†(0)

)〉
,

(6)

where we defined the current as j(τ) = − [H,Ψ] (τ). Next
we define the normalization matrix I and M-matrix as

I =
〈
{Ψ(0),Ψ†(0)}

〉
, (7)

M(τ) = ⟨Tτ (j(τ)Ψ(0))⟩ . (8)

To close the equations in this order, we focus solely on the
current along the composite operator, as defined in Eq. (4),
we obtain

j(τ) ≈ EΨ(τ). (9)

Here, E represents the energy matrix, ensuring the current re-
mains proportional and aligned with the defined basis. Using
Eq. (6), Eq. (7), Eq. (8) and Eq. (9) we get the definition of
the E-matrix and M(0)-matrix

M(0) =
〈
{j(0),Ψ†(0)}

〉
, (10)

E(0) =M(0)I−1. (11)

Putting Eq. (9) in Eq. (6), we obtain

−∂τG(τ) = δ(τ)I− E(0)
〈
Tτ

(
Ψ(τ)Ψ†(0)

)〉
. (12)

Next we Fourier transform to Matsubara frequency and af-
ter making appropriate analytic continuation, we get advanced
and retarded Green’s functions

GR/A(ω) = [(ω ± iϵ)1− E]−1
I, (13)

where 1 is the identity matrix, and ϵ > 0 is small. Now we
need to calculate the M, I and hence E-matrix to obtain the
composite Green’s function. These matrices are 4N × 4N
matrices that incorporate the lattice structure. In the follow-
ing, we exploit C4 rotational symmetry to reduce the number
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of self-consistent parameters and translation invariance to per-
form a Fourier transform and conduct the calculations in mo-
mentum space. Consequently, these matrices become block
diagonal in the momentum representation, similar to the re-
tarded and advanced Green’s functions

GR/A(k, ω) = [(ω ± iϵ)1− E(k)]−1
I. (14)

The poles ofGR/A(k, ω) correspond to the eigenvaluesEi(k)
of E(k). We calculate the matrices for the two-band Hubbard
model in the next subsection.

B. Computation of E and Matrix

Using the approximation for computing the current Eq.(9)
along with the definition of the M-matrix Eq. (10) we arrive at
the components of the M-matrix.

M11(k) = −µ(1− nx/2)− 4texx − λexy (15)

− γ(k)(1− nx + pxx) =M′
33(k)

M12(k) = 4texx + λexy − γ(k)(nx/2− pxx) (16)

=M21(k) =M′
34(k) =M′

43(k)

M22(k) = −(µ− U)nx/2− 4texx − λexy (17)

− γ(k)(1− nx + pxx) =M′
44(k)

M13(k) = −λ (1− nx/2− ny/2 + pxy) =M31(k)
(18)

M23(k) = −λ (nx/2− pxy)

=M32(k) =M′
14(k) =M′

41(k) (19)

M24(k) = −λpxy =M42(k) (20)

Here γ(k) = 2t (cos(kx) + cos(ky)). Moreover, in M′, the
orbital indices x and y are interchanged compared to M. For
instance, M33 has the same expression as M11 with all the
subscript x and y interchanged. We also define average orbital
electron density as

nα =
1

N

∑
i,σ

⟨n̂i,α,σ⟩. (21)

Furthermore, we introduced the following bond-expectation
value averaged over nearest-neighbor.

eαβ =
1

4N

∑
⟨i,j⟩

(
⟨ξjασξ†iβσ⟩ − ⟨ηjαση†iβσ⟩

+⟨ηjβσξ†iασ⟩ − ⟨ηjασξ†iβσ⟩
)

(22)

pαβ =
1

4N

∑
⟨i,j⟩

⟨n̂iασn̂jβσ⟩+ ⟨S−
iαS

+
jβ⟩ − ⟨∆iα∆

†
jβ⟩

(23)

with S−
iα = c†iα↓ciα↑, S+

iα = c†iα↑ciα↓ and ∆iα = ciα↑ciα↓.
The normalization matrix is diagonal and is given by

I = diag
[(
1− nx/2, nx/2, 1− ny/2, ny/2

)]
(24)

C. Correlation function and self-consistency

The M -matrix and the I-Matrix depends on nine initially
unknown parameters (eαβ , pαβ , nα, µ). Note that to evaluate
the unknown parameter nα and eαβ we only need the sin-
gle particle on-site and nearest neighbor inter-site correlation
functions.

Cab|ri−rj | = − 1

2πNi

∑
k

eik·(ri−rj)

∫
dω

[(
1− nF (ω)

)
×
(
GR(k, ω)−GA(k, ω)

)
ab

]
.

(25)

Here a and b are integers between {1, 4} and nF (ω) is the
usual Fermi-Dirac distribution. Assuming C4 rotation sym-
metry we can compute the correlation by performing the ω
integral in Eq. (25) analytically [37].

Using the on-site (Cab0 ) and nearest neighbor (Cab1 ) corre-
lation functions we can write the orbital density as

nx = 2

1−
2∑

i,j=1

Cij0

 , (26)

ny = 2

1−
4∑

i,j=3

Cij0

 . (27)

We define the difference in orbital density as
δn = (nx − ny)/2 as a self-consistent parameter, and
fix the total density n = nx+ny using the chemical potential
µ. Similarly the e-parameters can be recalculated by

exx = C11
1 − C22

1 , (28)

eyy = C33
1 − C44

1 , (29)

exy = C31
0 + C41

0 − C23
0 − C24

0 , (30)

eyx = C13
0 + C23

0 − C41
0 − C42

0 . (31)

However, pαβ is a two-particle correlation function that
cannot be evaluated directly from single-particle correlation
functions. For the one-band Hubbard model, p has also been
computed by enforcing the Pauli principle ⟨ξiη†i ⟩ = 0 [43].
In the two-band Hubbard model, such approach leaves the
computation of interorbital pxy ambiguous. Therefore, we
evaluate pαβ for α, β ∈ {x, y} using the Roth decoupling
scheme [44], which we outline in Appendix (A). The p-
parameter depends on three distinct nearest neighbor correla-
tion functions as seen in Eq. (23). The expression for density-
density correlations in terms of Cab0 and Cab1 is given in
Eq. (A13). Similarly the expression for ⟨S−

iαS
+
jβ⟩ in terms of

correlation functions is presented in Eq. (A14) and ⟨∆iα∆
†
jβ⟩

is presented in Eq. (A15). Using these one can recalculate two
intraorbital and one interorbital pαβ .

Subsequently, we solve these nine coupled self-consistency
equations. In the orbital-selective Mott phase, one of the or-
bitals becomes half-filled. Therefore, we initialize with the
guess δn = (2− n) and solve the self-consistency equations.
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If the converged solution has one of the orbital densities ap-
proaching half-filling nα → 1, then that solution represents
the OSMP phase. In the literature [26, 45, 46], the OSMP
phase is defined by the vanishing hybridization between the
localized electrons in a given orbital and the other itinerant
orbitals. If the localized orbital has a density very close to,
but not exactly, 1 due to finite hybridization, then the system’s
physical properties are effectively identical to those of a con-
ventional OSMP phase for all practical purposes. In the fol-
lowing, we will extend the term OSMP to include such phases.
Conversely, a solution with δn = 0 represents an orbitally
uniform phase (OUP). We compare the energy per site Es of
these two solutions to identify the lower energy solution.

III. RESULTS

We perform the calculations for a square lattice with linear
dimension L = 300 with periodic boundary conditions. The
repulsion strength is fixed at U = 20t for the results presented
in the main text. However, we have ensured the reliability of
our qualitative conclusions across various repulsion strengths
ranging from U = 9t to U = 20t. Our investigation spans a
range of average electronic densities between n = 1.50 and
n = 1.94. We focus on discerning orbital symmetry breaking
within systems invariant under spin-rotation and translation.

A. Phase diagram

In Fig. (1A), we present the phase diagram of the model
in the total electron density n and inter-orbital hopping λ
plane, with U = 20t for each orbital. The orbitally uni-
form phase exhibits identical orbital electron densities, akin
to the scenario described in ref.[38] for disconnected orbitals.
Such a uniform orbital density solution is found across the en-
tire phase diagram. However, an orbital selective Mott phase
emerges above the black line. In the OSMP phase, the density
of one orbital spontaneously approaches half-filling.

In Fig. (1B) illustrates the difference in electron density be-
tween the two orbitals |δn|. Each line color corresponds to a
specific total electron density associated with colored dashed
lines in Fig. (1A). Consequently, as λ exceeds a critical value,
δn diminishes to zero, indicating a sharp transition to a state
with equal density at each orbital. At λ = 0, the electron den-
sity at one of the orbital is strictly at half-filling. We can gain
insight into this solution by comparing it with the one-band
Hubbard model. When one orbital is half-filled, the chemical
potential µ can be adjusted to ensure the self-consistent equa-
tions are met for the other orbital. However, if µ evolved such
that the half-filled band transitions to a metallic state, the self-
consistent conditions for the previously half-filled orbitals are
no longer satisfied, leading to the disappearance of the OSMP
phase. When λ ̸= 0, before transitioning to the orbitally uni-
form phase phase, one orbital maintains a density close to
half-filling for finite interorbital hoppings. The critical λ ob-
tained from this analysis shows that the self-consistent OSMP
solutions vanishes as the interorbital hopping increases.

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40 0.45
λ/t

1.60

1.65

1.70

1.75

1.80

1.85

n

OSMP

OUP

(A)

0.0 0.2 0.4

λ/t

0.0

0.2

(B) |δn|

0.0 0.2 0.4

λ/t

−1.25

−1.00

−0.75

(C)Es/t

FIG. 1. (A) Displays the phase diagram as a function of electron
density n and inter-orbital hopping λ obtained for U = 20t. Across
all parameters, an orbitally uniform phase state exists, characterized
by equal electron densities in both orbitals. However, an orbital se-
lective Mott phase emerges above the red line, with one orbital spon-
taneously reaching half-filling. (B) Depicts the disparity in orbital
densities (δn) as a function of λ for multiple average electron densi-
ties (n), with colors matching those in (A). For small λ/t, one orbital
closely approaches half-filling before dropping to equal density, in-
dicating a sharp transition. (C) Compares the energy per site between
the two solutions. The thick lines are for the OSMP solution, with
the dashed line corresponding to the OUP one. The green area in
(A) denotes where the OSMP has lower energy than the OUP solu-
tion. The region between black and red lines in (A) has a metastable
OSMP phase.

However, the stability of the OSMP phase is determined
by comparing the energy per site of the OSMP and the OUP
phases. In Fig.1C), we show the energy per site for both states
as a function of λ across various electron densities, using the
same color code as in Fig.(1B). The dashed line represents
the OUP phase, while the continuous line depicts the OSMP.
The OSMP phase becomes the ground state when its energy
is lower than that of the orbitally uniform phase. The OSMP
phase is energetically favorable near half-filling (n = 2) and
for weak to moderate interorbital hopping. The colored area
of Fig.(1A) indicates the parameter range where the OSMP
is the lower energy phase. Although the OSMP can stabilize
below the thick black lines into the white region, it exhibits
higher energy than the orbitally uniform phase. Only OUP
solutions are observed below the thick red lines in Fig. (1A).

We can understand the stability of OSMP phase in the ab-
sence of interorbital hopping by studying the energy per site
Es of the one-band Hubbard model as a function of n. See
Appendix (C) for details. For λ = 0, OMSP is favored phase
whenever Es(1) +Es(1− 2δ) < 2Es(1− δ) with δ the dop-
ing. We checked that this is satisfied only close to half-filling
indicating the regime of stability of the OSMP phase.
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Consequently, we observe a spontaneous symmetry break-
ing of the orbital degree of freedom in the two-band Hubbard
model. In the OSMP, one of the orbitals approaches the half-
filled Mott state. As expected, such a phase is stabilized when
the total electron density is close to half-filling [47]. Addition-
ally, the OSMP phase persists to a critical interorbital hopping
λc, indicating a sharp transition. Such critical λc increases as
we approach the particle-hole symmetric point. In Sec. (III F),
we explore the dependence of the system for varying interac-
tion strength U . Subsequent subsections characterize the two
phases using multiple physical observables.

B. Bands and interorbital hybridization

FIG. 2. Lower Hubbard bands at the high symmetry points for total
electron density n = 1.72 for (A) λ = 0.06t (B) λ = 0.2t (C)
λ = 0.36t. These respectively corresponds to the blue circle, square
and star from Fig. (1). The colors indicate the character orbital nature
of the band. In the OSMP phase, one band is below EF as expected
and has mostly distinct feature of a single orbital. Whereas in the
orbitally uniform phase phase, both bands cross Fermi-energy and
are completely hybridized. Inset shows the upper Hubbard bands.

We present the lower Hubbard bands in the main panels
of Fig.(2) for three different λ. In the OSMP phase, one of
the bands flattens and remains below the Fermi energy EF ,
while in the OUP phase, both bands cross EF . The color of
the lines shows the difference of x and y spectral function
δA = Axx(k, ω) − Ayy(k, ω) thus characterizing the orbital
character of the bands if any. The bands are weakly hybridized
at the intersection points for λ = 0.06t in Fig. (2A). This
shows that although the hybridization between the x and y or-
bitals vanishes at the Fermi level, it remains finite at lower en-

ergies. In Fig. (2B), the hybridization increases as interorbital
hopping increases. Furthermore the Mott band approaches the
Fermi-energy in Fig. (2B) Finally, when we transition to an or-
bital uniform phase, we lose the orbital character of the elec-
trons as shown in Fig. (2C). We present the upper Hubbard
bands as an inset of each panel, and they are separated from
the lower Hubbard band by an energy gap of ∼ U . Interest-
ingly, the upper Hubbard bands remain entirely unhybridized
in the OSMP phase.

FIG. 3. Orbitally resolved spectral function of the lower Hubbard
bands for λ = 0.06t and n = 1.72, corresponding to the blue circle
in the phase diagram in Fig. (1A) displays the intraorbital spectral
function Aαα as a function of energy ω − µ for different high sym-
metry k-points. The spectral for each k-points are shifted by 1.5t for
clarity. (B) Shows the interorbital spectral function Aαβ for the same
parameter. Here the results for each k-points are shifted by 0.3t for
clarity.

To discern the nature of the orbital and hybridization, we
studied the spectral function in the OSMP phase. In Fig. (3A),
we show the intra-orbital spectral functions for total electron
density n = 1.72 and λ = 0.06t for several high-symmetry k-
points. The shift between each points is 1.5t for Aαα and 0.3t
forAαβ . The spectral function of the two orbitals overlaps for
electrons near Γ-X points of the Brillouin zone. The overlaps
lead to a substantial interorbital spectral function along the
Γ − X regions, as shown in Fig. (3B). However, the spectral
functions around M −X points remain well separated and re-
tain their orbital character. Therefore, the interorbital spectral
function remains flat around M −X regions.

Therefore, we reveal the characteristics of the bands in the
OSMP and OUP phases. First, in the OSMP phase, one of the
bands flattens and goes below the Fermi level. Secondly, in
the OSMP phase, the two bands have weak hybridization and
retain their orbital character. Thirdly, the hybridization occurs
only around specific momentum points where the two bands
overlap. However, such hybridization remains appreciable for
any finite λ, indicating the absence of a complete breakdown
of hybridization in the OSMP phase.
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FIG. 4. (A) Displays the spectral function A(k, EF ) at λ = 0.06t in
the OSMP phase for n = 1.72 (blue circle on Fig. (1A) ). (B) Depicts
the same for λ = 0.2t (blue square on Fig. ( 1A)), in the metastable
region of the OSMP. (C) Fermi surface of the orbital uniform phase at
λ = 0.36t (blue star on Fig. (1A)). In the OSMP, only a single Fermi
sheet is observable, whereas in the metallic phase, two sheets are
visible. Furthermore, the Fermi surface area is smaller in the OSMP
phase compared to the OUP. (D) Illustrates the evolution of the Fermi
volume As as a function of interorbital hopping for different electron
densities, showing a jump at the transition. In the OSMP phase, the
Mott orbital does not contribute to the Fermi volume since one band
remains filled.

C. Fermi surface

In Fig. (4A), we illustrate the Fermi surface contour, for
λ = 0.06t at n = 1.72 in the OSMP phase. In the OSMP
phase, a single Fermi sheet is evident since the Mott orbital
remains fully occupied. With increasing interorbital hop-
ping there is little change in the Fermi surface as shown in
Fig. (4B). In contrast, both bands contribute to the Fermi sur-
face in the metallic regime at λ = 0.36t. Additionally, there
is a significant increase in the size of the Fermi surface from
the OSMP to the orbitally uniform phase state.

Moreover, we monitor the increase in the volume of the
Fermi surface across the transition with interorbital hopping
for various total electron densities in Fig. (4D). The volume
exhibits a distinct jump at λc, which is more pronounced for
lower n. From the evolution of the Fermi surface, the OSMP
phase appears to be in a Kondo breakdown-like phase. How-
ever, we have shown in the previous section that hybridization
of the two orbitals remains non-zero in the OSMP phase.

A characteristic feature of non-Fermi liquid behavior is the
violation of the Luttinger theorem, which asserts that the vol-
ume of the Fermi surface must equal the electron density. This
theorem [48] applies to any system characterized by a low-
energy theory of a Fermi liquid. As the composite excitations
in our system are non-fermionic, a violation of the Luttinger
theorem is expected [49, 50]. Consequently, our calculations
demonstrate that the Luttinger theorem is violated in both the
OSMP and strongly correlated OUP phase.

Hence, we observe a small Fermi surface in the OSMP to a

large Fermi surface in the OUP phase. As a result, we detect
a violation of the Luttinger theorem in the orbital selective
phase. Despite the sharp increase in the Fermi volume in the
OUP phase, the Luttinger theorem continues to be violated.
Thus, the traditional Fermi liquid picture is not applicable in
the strongly correlated Hubbard model within this formalism.

D. Density of states
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FIG. 5. (A) Presents the low-energy density of states at n = 1.72 for
several λ ranging from 0 to 0.42t with a 0.02t step. Each λ curves
are shifted vertically by 0.05t for clarity.λ < 0.25t corresponds to
the OSMP phase. (B), shows the orbital resolved density of states
at λ = 0.16t. Here, the y orbital approaches the Mott character,
indicated by the reduced DOS at Fermi energy, whereas the x orbital
remains metallic. The peak at the negative energy comes from the
Mott orbital. A progressive flattening of such peak of the OSMP
occurs in (A) with increasing interorbital hopping. (C) Shows the
value of DOS at Fermi-energy, which manifest a jump around λ =
0.24t, indicating the transition from OSMP to the orbitally uniform
phase state. (D) Tracks the energy associated with the Mott peak
ωmax (black dots in A).

We now focus on the density of states (DOS). In Fig. (5A),
we illustrate the low-energy density of states for n = 1.72
across different λ values. The curves for different λ values
are shifted vertically by 0.05t for clarity. Initially, at weak
λ, the DOS features a prominent peak at negative energies
(shown in black dots), with a finite DOS at the Fermi energy
EF . The presence of mobile electrons in one orbital maintains
an ungapped DOS at EF . As interorbital hopping increases,
so does the DOS at Fermi energy. The transition from the
OSMP to the OUP state is marked by a jump in the evolution
of D(EF ), as shown in Fig. (5C).

In Fig. (5B), we depict the orbital-resolved DOS for
λ = 0.17. The Mott orbital y displays a distinct peak at neg-
ative energy, accompanied by a small DOS at EF . This peak
signifies the energy required to extract electrons from the Mott
orbital. We track the evolution of the Mott peak ωmax as a
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function of interorbital hopping in Fig. (5D). The energy ωmax

shows a smooth reduction. As a result of the hybridization
between heavy Mott orbital electrons and itinerant electrons,
the peak flattens, making it challenging to discern the orbital
character of electrons prior to the transition to OUP.

Therefore, the OSMP phase features a reduced DOS at
Fermi energy. The transition from the OSMP to the orbitally
uniform phase is marked by a sharp increase in the states at the
Fermi energy at a critical interorbital hopping. Additionally,
the OSMP phase displays a strong negative bias peak, which
flattens, indicating the hybridization of Mott electrons with
itinerant electrons. Notably, the flattening of the Mott peak
with increasing interorbital hopping occurs more smoothly
than the sharp transitions observed in other quantities during
the phase transition. This indicates that hybridization among
the orbitals ultimately eliminates the orbital differentiation.

E. Quasiparticle residue

0.5

0.6

0.7

Z

(A)

1.60
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1.70
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1.75
1.80
1.85

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6
λ/t

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

Z
α

(B)

FIG. 6. (A)) Quasiparticle weight for several density as a function
of λ, the errorbars are standard deviation when averaging over Fermi
momentum. We overlapped with points the value of the jumps ob-
servable on Nk. (B) orbital resolved quasiparticle weight. The Mott
orbital has a vanishing quasiparticle residue for finite λ.

As the holon (ξ) and doublon (η) operators defined in
Eq. (2, 3) are not satisfying fermionic anticommutation rela-
tions, the low energy theory in general is not a Fermi Liquid.
This implies a violation of Luttinger theorem [38]. However
we can compute the quasiparticle residueZ by considering the
residue of the Green function at the poles as detailed in Ap-
pendix (B 3). Explicitly close to the Fermi surface, the Green

function can be expanded in the following way

G(k, ω) ≈ Z

ω + iϵ− Ẽ(k) +
i

2τ(k, ω)

(32)

In Fig. (6A), we present the total quasi-particle weight Z =∑
n
Znxx + Znyy as a function of λ for several electron densities

n. We calculated an average over the Fermi surface, with the
displayed error bars corresponding to the standard deviation.
Since Z is never close to one, the quasiparticles of the theory
are distinct from the bare electrons, highlighting the role of
strong correlations. Eq. (B14) indicates that the bare electrons
are fractionalized into four quasiparticles associated with the
bands.

We also report the typical shape of Nk along the Γ to M
high symmetry line in Fig. (8). By definition of the Green’s
function in Eq. B14, when crossing the Fermi contour a dis-
continuity of the order of Z is observed in momentum space.
One drop is observed for the OSMP, and the momentum re-
solved density does not vanish at M due to the presence of
the fully filled Mott band. Two drops are seen in the OUP
due to the two Fermi contours of the phase. In this case, Z is
defined as the sum of these two drops. We report the Z mea-
sured this way as a function of λ on Fig (6A) as dots. There
is a good agreement between the two ways of computing Z.
Since there is no Fermi surface at half-filling, and that Z is a
quantity defined at the Fermi energy, Z = 0 at half-filling. As
electron density n is decreasing, Z increases. Therefore, we
can also interpret the quasi-particle weight as a measurement
of how close the system is from Mott regime, where interac-
tion affect the system the most.

Fig. (6B) displays the orbitally resolved quasi-particle
weight. In the OSMP the Mott orbital has an almost (exactly
at λ = 0) vanishing quasiparticle weight due to the localized
nature of the electron. Since the other orbital is further away
from half-filling than the average doping its associated Z in-
creases from the average value.

F. Phase diagram with Hubbard interactions

Finally, In Fig. (7), we present the phase diagram when the
on-site repulsion U is varied for electron density n = 1.85.
The colored region indicates where the OSMP phase is more
favorable than the uniform phase. On the other hand, the OUP
phase is stable in the white areas. The OSMP is a metastable
state between the thick and dashed lines.

For lower U , there is a weak increment of critical interor-
bital hopping λc where the OSMP phase becomes unfavor-
able. For large U > 15 the same λc reduces with increasing
U . Thus, the critical λc shows a nonmonotonic behavior with
Hubbard interaction U .

To qualitatively understand this result, we examine the
destabilization of the OSMP phase. Initially, we assume dou-
ble occupancy is forbidden due to strong repulsion. First, we
focus on comprehending the decrease of λc with increasing
Hubbard interaction.
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FIG. 7. Here, we present the phase diagram as a function of intra-
orbital interaction strength U and λ for n = 1.85. The colored area
shows the region where the OSMP phase is energetically favorable,
whereas the OUP phase is favorable in the white region. The OSMP
is a metastable state between the thick and dashed lines.

In the OSMP phase, all the Mott orbital sites are singly oc-
cupied, whereas the metallic orbital has itinerant electrons and
vacancies. When λ ̸= 0, electrons can hop from the Mott
to the metallic orbitals if the metallic site is vacant. A sta-
ble OSMP phase depends on refilling the holes in the Mott
orbital without significant hybridization. Without recombina-
tion, holes will proliferate in the Mott orbital, leading to the
breakdown of the orbital differentiation. The hole created in
the Mott orbital is heavy and can be assumed to be approxi-
mately immobile.

Two scenarios are possible once an electron hops to the
metallic orbital: it either immediately hops back to the Mott
orbital or transfers to a neighboring site within the same or-
bital. The stability of the OSMP phase depends on the ratio
between t and λ for a fixed U and electron density.

In the λ ≪ t regime, electrons are more likely to hop be-
tween neighboring sites of the same orbitals rather than be-
tween orbitals. Since double occupancy is forbidden, recom-
bination can only happen when any electron on the metallic
orbital returns to the site at which Mott orbital has the hole and
goes back to the Mott orbital. The mobility of electrons in the
metallic orbitals is crucial in such a recombination pathway,
which is relatively enhanced for lower U . Thus, the OSMP
phase survives for a broader range of λ when U is lower.

In the λ ≫ t regime, inter-orbital hopping between the x
and y orbitals dominates. This leads to strong hybridization
between the x and y orbitals, which destroys the OSMP phase.

Finally, we focus on understanding why λc decreases for
U < 15. In this regime, double occupancy contributes to
destabilizing the OSMP ordering. As U decreases, dou-
ble occupancies become more likely, increasing hybridiza-
tion between the Mott and itinerant orbitals. Consequently,
a metastable OSMP phase can still be present at lower U due
to the competing processes that are favored when lowering
U . However, the OSMP becomes energetically less favorable

compared to the orbitally uniform phase.

IV. DISCUSSIONS

Studying the two-band Hubbard model with strong on-site
repulsion, we explored a spontaneous orbital-selective phase
in the vicinity of half-filling for weak to moderate interorbital
hopping. Despite the stability of a sizeable spontaneous or-
bital symmetry breaking phase for finite interorbital hopping,
the hybridization between the itinerant and localized orbitals
remains nonvanishing. This finding aligns with results ob-
tained using single-site DMFT [26] and can be understood as
the inevitability of electron transfer between the two orbitals,
leading to finite hybridization.

Therefore, our analysis demonstrates that orbital-selective
physics does not necessarily exhibit Kondo breakdown transi-
tions. This result does not contradict previous works that in-
terpret Kondo breakdown as a selective Mott transition [40].
In that study [40], the model involves free c-electrons interact-
ing with strongly correlated f -electrons through inter-orbital
hopping and inter-orbital Coulomb repulsion, leading to a
complete breakdown phase. Although we do not find a com-
plete Kondo breakdown phase within our model, hybridiza-
tion is only finite where the two bands cross below the Fermi
energy. Furthermore, significant orbital differentiation and a
small Fermi surface remain across a range of interorbital hop-
ping values. We confirmed the stability of our results against
a non-zero inter-orbital repulsion U ′ when it is a perturbation
on par with the hopping. While some proposals suggest the
possibility of a complete Kondo breakdown for large U ′ [41]
is currently beyond the scope of this study. and remains an
open question for the future.

The Fermi volume jumps sharply at the transition between
the OSMP and OUP phase. In OSMP, one of the bands spon-
taneously flattens and goes completely below the Fermi en-
ergy, thereby retaining the overall orbital character [51]. The
presence of a filled band requires the other orbital to go below
average density to maintain the total density. Consequently,
a jump in the Fermi volume occurs when both bands are hy-
bridized as the system transitions to orbitally uniform density.
Our finding indicates that any detection of a small Fermi sur-
face in experiments is not equivalent to a complete breakdown
of hybridization between orbitals.

The idea of a critical Fermi surface [52] where the quasi-
particle weight of one of the orbitals vanishes continuously
does not apply to the abrupt OSMP transition observed in this
study. A critical Fermi surface lacks well defined excitations
due to the vanishing quasiparticle residue. Here, the transition
is discontinuous, as evidenced by the sharp jumps in several
quantities, and therefore, it lacks a quantum critical point. The
entire Fermi surface abruptly disappears at the OSMP transi-
tion, and the quasiparticle residue of one orbital vanishes at
the transition.

This work highlights the possibility of stabilizing a spon-
taneous orbital selective phase within a two-band model and
only on-site Hubbard repulsion. Previous studies on OSMP
focus on explicit symmetry breaking by tuning the crystal



9

field splitting of the orbitals [53–55] or varying the intra-band
Coulomb repulsion [56]. Other studies found spontaneous
OSMP [57] with a negative Hund’s coupling JH in a three
orbitals model. The OSMP transition is reminiscent of a dis-
continuous transition, with a large parameter region where the
OSMP phase is metastable.

This study focuses on the paramagnetic solution of the two-
band Hubbard model. The localized orbitals in the OSMP, act-
ing as quenched spins, are expected to order antiferromagnet-
ically, similar to a single-band Hubbard model below the Néel
temperature [58, 59]. An intriguing future direction would be
investigating this orbital-selective phase in a lattice with frus-
trated spins, such as a triangular lattice, where magnetic order
is suppressed. For an odd number of localized electrons per
unit cell, the resulting paramagnetic spin liquid exhibits topo-
logical order [60], featuring fractionalized spinon excitations
coexisting with conduction electrons from the nonlocalized
orbital [51].
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Appendix A: Roth decoupling

In this appendix we outline the Roth decoupling scheme
[44] to compute two-point correlation functions like density-
density, spin-spin and pair-hopping correlation function in
Eq. (23) and hence pαβ in terms of C0

ab and C1
ab. The Roth

decoupling is an approximation scheme to compute the corre-
lation for strongly correlated system unlike Wick’s decompo-
sition which works for weakly correlated systems.

This scheme begins with the provided composite basis
Ψ. We call Biα = {B1

iα, B
2
iα, · · · , BNiα} the set of bilinear

fermion operators at a site i for the α orbital and we suppress
the spin index. For instance B1

iα = c†iαciα is the local den-
sity operator. Owing to the fermionic commutation relations,
the Roth decoupling scheme can be applied independently to
⟨Bn1

ix B
n2
jx ⟩, ⟨B

n1
ix B

n2
jy ⟩ and ⟨Bn1

iy B
n2
jy ⟩ which means, in prac-

tice, there will be three independent sets of self-consistent
equations for the xx, xy and yy sector. The solutions of these
equations provide access to the 2-point correlation functions
of each sector.

Roth decoupling allows us to find a set of self-
consistent equations between the following static correla-
tors ⟨BniαBmjσ⟩, ∀n,m ∈ 1, · · · , N with i. Defining ci =

(ciτ↑, ciτ↓, c
†
iτ↑, c

†
iτ↓) the fermionic basis at each site i for

each orbital τ . then ∀n, we can express Bniτ as Bniτ =
cia(n)cib(n) with two indices a(n) and b(n) that depend on
n.

We choose n,m,α, β and decouple ⟨BniαBmjβ⟩. This can
be written as Bniα = cia(n)cib(n). Roth decoupling insight
is to consider the following imaginary-time Green function

Dαjl(τ)

Dαjl(τ) = −
〈
Tτ

(
Ψα(τ)cjb(n)B

m
l

)〉
(A1)

with α = (i, δ) with i a lattice sites and δ a components of
the composite operator basis, such that the electronic operator
cia(n) can be expressed as cia(n) = Ψ(i,δ1) + Ψ(i,δ2). The
dependence of Dαjl(τ) on b(n) and m is left implicit. The
equation of motion for Dαjl is given by

−∂τDαjl(τ) = δ(τ)
〈{

Ψα(0), cjb(n)B
m
l

}〉
−

〈
Tτ

(
j(τ)c

(†)
jσB

m
l

)〉
(A2)

Within the composite operator approximation j(τ) = EΨ(τ).
We can define fαjl =

〈{
Ψα(0), cjb(n)B

m
l

}〉
which can be

computed explicitly.

−∂τDαjl(τ) = δ(τ)fαjl +
∑
β

EαβDβjl(τ) (A3)

Next we can Fourier transform and after making analytic con-
tinuation iωn → ω + iδ obtain

∑
β

(ωδαβ − Eαβ)Dβjl(ω) = fαjl (A4)

Dαjl(ω) =
∑
β

(ω1− E)−1
αβ fβjl (A5)

The relationship betweenE and the composite Green function
G is Gαβ(ω) =

∑
γ
(ω1− E)−1

αγ Iγβ . In our approximation, I

is local. Expressing γ = (q, κ) and β = (h, ϵ) with q, h
lattice sites and κ, ϵ components of the composite oeprator
basis, locality implied Iγβ = δqhÎκϵ(i) , with Î a 4×4 matrix.

Dαjl(ω) =
∑

β=(h,ϵ)κ

G(ω)αβ Î
−1(h)ϵκf(h,κ)jl (A6)

Applying the fluctuation-dissipation theorem,〈
Ψα(0)cjb(n)B

m
l

〉
=

∫
dω (1− nF (ω))

−1

π
Im

(
Dαjl(ω)

)
(A7)

we derive a set of linear self-consistent equations for fαjl
which constitutes the main result of the Roth decoupling
scheme

fα=(i,δ)jl =
∑

β=(h,ϵ)κ

Cδϵri−rj
(i)Î−1(h)ϵκf(h,κ)jl (A8)

To compute the initial correlation function ⟨BniτBmjσ⟩, we
then need to set i = j and l → j.

fα=(i,δ)ij =
∑

β=(h,ϵ)κ

Cδϵri−rj
(i)Î−1(h)ϵκf(h,κ)ij (A9)
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We can introduce the two-particle static correlation func-
tion vector in each orbital sector

Gαβ =
(
⟨∆iα∆

†
jβ⟩, ⟨S

−
iαS

+
jβ⟩, ⟨niα↑njβ↑⟩, ⟨niα↑njβ↓⟩

)T
(A10)

Then the Roth self-consistent equations A9 can be arranged in
the following form

AαβGαβ = Bαβ (A11)

with Aαβ a 4× 4 matrix acting in the static correlation func-
tion space and Bαβ a size 4 vector. Eq. A11 can be inverted to
obtain an explicit expression of the relevant static correlation
function to compute pαβ . Note that it is given by

pαβ =
1

4N

∑
⟨i,j⟩

⟨n̂iασn̂jβσ⟩+ ⟨S−
iαS

+
jβ⟩ − ⟨∆iα∆

†
jβ⟩

(A12)

The individual two-point expectation values can be written as
follow

⟨nασnβσ⟩ =

(
− 1− ϕαβ + 2

(
ρ0,αβ + ϕαβ(ρ0,αβ) + ρnσnσ

αβ

))
−2 + 2(ϕαβ)2

(A13)

⟨S−
α S

+
β ⟩ = −

ρSαβ
1 + ϕαβ

(A14)

⟨∆α∆
†
β⟩ =

ρ∆αβ
1− ϕαβ

(A15)

where we have defined

ϕxx = ϕ∆xy =
2

2− nx

(
C11

0 + C21
0

)
− 2

nx

(
C12

0 + C22
0

)
(A16)

ϕyy = ϕ∆yx =
2

2− ny

(
C33

0 + C43
0

)
− 2

ny

(
C34

0 + C44
0

)
(A17)

ρ0,xx =
2

2− nx

nx
2

(
C11

0 + C21
0

)
(A18)

ρ0,yy =
2

2− ny

ny
2

(
C33

0 + C43
0

)
(A19)

ρ0,xy =
2

2− nx

ny
2

(
C11

0 + C21
0

)
(A20)

ρ0,yx =
2

2− ny

nx
2

(
C33

0 + C43
0

)
(A21)

ρ∆xx =
2

2− nx

(
C11

1 + C21
1

)(
C21

1 + C22
1

)
(A22)

+
2

nx

(
C11

1 + C12
1

)(
C12

1 + C22
1

)
ρ∆yy =

2

2− ny

(
C33

1 + C43
1

)(
C43

1 + C44
1

)
(A23)

+
2

ny

(
C33

1 + C34
1

)(
C34

1 + C44
1

)
ρ∆xy =

2

2− ny

(
C13

0 + C23
0

)(
C41

0 + C42
0

)
(A24)

+
2

ny

(
C31

0 + C32
0

)(
C14

0 + C24
0

)
ρ∆yx =

2

2− nx

(
C31

0 + C41
0

)(
C23

0 + C24
0

)
(A25)

+
2

nx

(
C13

0 + C14
0

)(
C32

0 + C42
0

)

ρSxx =
2

2− nx

(
C11

1 + C21
1

)(
C11

1 + C12
1

)
(A26)

+
2

nx

(
C22

1 + C12
1

)(
C21

1 + C22
1

)
ρSyy =

2

2− ny

(
C33

1 + C43
1

)(
C33

1 + C34
1

)
(A27)

+
2

ny

(
C44

1 + C34
1

)(
C43

1 + C44
1

)
ρSxy =

2

2− ny

(
C23

0 + C13
0

)(
C31

0 + C32
0

)
(A28)

+
2

ny

(
C14

0 + C24
0

)(
C41

0 + C42
0

)
ρSyx =

2

2− nx

(
C41

0 + C31
0

)(
C13

0 + C14
0

)
(A29)

+
2

nx

(
C32

0 + C42
0

)(
C23

0 + C24
0

)



11

ρnσnσ
xx =

2

2− nx

(
C11

1 + C21
1

)(
C11

1 + C12
1

)
(A30)

+
2

nx

(
C22

1 + C12
1

)(
C21

1 + C22
1

)
ρnσnσ
yy =

2

2− ny

(
C33

1 + C43
1

)(
C33

1 + C34
1

)
(A31)

+
2

ny

(
C44

1 + C34
1

)(
C43

1 + C44
1

)
ρnσnσ
xy =

2

2− ny

(
C13

0 + C23
0

)(
C31

0 + C32
0

)
(A32)

+
2

ny

(
C14

0 + C24
0

)(
C41

0 + C42
0

)
ρnσnσ
yx =

2

2− nx

(
C31

0 + C41
0

)(
C13

0 + C14
0

)
(A33)

+
2

nx

(
C32

0 + C42
0

)(
C23

0 + C24
0

)

Appendix B: Physical quantities within composite operator
method

1. Energy per-site

The expectation value of the Hamiltonian gives the energy.

Es =− t
∑

⟨ij⟩ασ

⟨c†iασcjασ + h.c.⟩ − λ
∑
iσ

⟨c†ixσciyσ + h.c.⟩

+ U
∑
iασ

⟨n̂iα↑n̂iα↓⟩ (B1)

The first term is the intraorbital kinetic energy ⟨Ht⟩ and the
second term is interorbital kinetic energy ⟨Hλ⟩. The third
term is the potential energy ⟨HU ⟩. We evaluate in terms of
the correlation function

⟨Ht⟩ = 8t

2∑
i,j=1

(
Cij1 + C

(2i)(2j)
1

)
(B2)

⟨Hλ⟩ = 4λ
(
C13

0 + C23
0 + C14

0 + C24
0

)
(B3)

⟨HU ⟩ = U
(n
2
− C21

0 − C43
0 − C22

0 − C44
0

)
(B4)

2. Spectral function and density of states

The electronic Green’s function can be calculated from the
composite Green’s function G(ω) using the relation ciασ =
ηiασ + ξiασ . Therefore,

Gαβ(k, ω) =
∑

ψ(α)ψ(β)

Gψ(α)ψ′(β)(k, ω) (B5)

with ψ(α), ψ′(β) representing a summation over the compos-
ite operator of orbital character αβ. The spectral function is

given by

Aαβ(k, ω) = − 1

π
Im

[
Gαβ(k, ω)

]
(B6)

The total intraorbital spectral function is given by
A(k, ω) =

∑
αAαα(k, ω). Similarly the interorbital

spectral function is given by Aδ(k, ω) =
∑
αAαᾱ(k, ω).

The orbital resolved density of states can be evaluated as,

Dα(ω) = − 1

π

∫
dk Im

[
Gαα(k, ω)

]
(B7)

FIG. 8. Momentum resolved electron density along the Γ to M high
symmetry line. The electron density is fixed at n = 1.7 and the
blue curve corresponds to the OSMP while the two other are in the
’Fermi liquid’ phase. In the vicinity of Fermi momentum a jump is
observable. Since the OUP phase exhibits two electron pockets, two
distinct jumps are observable. The OSMP only presents one jump,
but the density does not vanish at M due to the fully filled orbital.
According to Fermi liquid theory the values of these jumps are the
quasiparticle weights. On 5 (A) we report the value of the jump as
dots, and confirm it matches the other definition of the quasiparticle
weight.

3. QuasiParticle-Weight Z

The single particle Green function can in general be written

G(k, ω) = 1

ω − E(k)− Σ(k, ω)
(B8)

with Σ(k, ω) the electronic self-energy. For k close to the
Fermi surface and at small energies, the electronic Green’s
function can be expanded as

G(k, ω) ≈ Z

ω − Ẽ(k) +
i

2τ(k, ω)

(B9)
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with Z the quasiparticle weight, Ẽ(k) the renormalized
quasiparticle energy and τ(k, ω) the quasiparticle lifetime
which should diverge as ω → 0 for a Fermi Liquid. The
quasiparticle-weight Z can be computed in terms of the self
energy as

Z−1 = 1− ∂

∂ω
Re

[
Σ(kF , ω)

]
|ω=0 (B10)

In the COM formalism, Z can be computed analytically. The
COM Green function read

Gγν(k, ω) =

4∑
n=1

σnγν(k)

ω − En(k) + iδ
(B11)

From G, we can compute G as

Gαβ(k, ω) =
4∑

n=1

1

ω − En(k) + iδ

∑
ψ(α)ψ′(β)

σnψ(α)ψ(β)(k)

(B12)

with ψ(α), ψ′(β) representing a summation over the compos-
ite operator of orbital character αβ. This can be rewritten as

G(k, ω) =
4∑

n=1

Zn(k)

ω − En(k) + iδ
(B13)

Zn0

αβ(k) =
∑

ψ(α)ψ(β)

σn0

ψ(α)ψ(β)(k) (B14)

This expression for the Green function clearly demonstrates
the fractionalization of electrons with this method, with the
electronic weight distributed over two bands separated by a
gap of order U the Coulomb repulsion. In the limit ω →

En(k),
Zn(k)

ω − En(k) + iδ
≫ Zn0(k)

ω − En0(k) + iδ
with n ̸= n0,

and we can conclude that the quasiparticle-weight at this kF
is given by

Zαβ =
∑

ψ(α)ψ(β)

σn0

ψ(α)ψ(β)(kF ) (B15)

This weight has to notable property according to Fermi liquid
theory of being equal to the gap observed in momentum re-
solved electron density Nk when crossing the Fermi surface.

In Fig. 8, Nk is plotted along the Γ to M line for several λ
at n = 1.70. In the orbitally uniform phase phase, two jumps
are observed due to the presence of two electron pockets in
the Fermi surface. The quasiparticle weight is equal to the

sum of the two jumps. The OSMP only exhibits one jump due
to the disappearance of one of the pockets, but has a resid-
ual electron density at M due to the fully filled band. On Fig.
5 we report the value of the jump as colored dots. The dots
are indeed fitting the continuous line representing the quasi-
particle weight, proving the correspondence between the two
methods.

FIG. 9. Energy per site for the single-band Hubbard model as a func-
tion of electron density n. The red diamond, green square, and or-
ange circle indicate the density and energy at n = 1.0, n = 0.9,
and n = 0.8 respectively. For two orbitals, if the the total electron
density is n = 1.8. Without interorbital hopping this demonstrates
that it is energetically favorable to have one orbital at n = 1 and the
other at n = 0.8 (OSMP phase), rather than both orbitals at n = 0.9
(OUP phase).

Appendix C: OSMP phase at λ = 0

The hole doping δ for each orbital in two-orbital systems
presents two possibilities. One option is for the system to have
a uniform density of holes, such that n = 1−δ, as in the OUP
phase. Alternatively, it may be energetically favorable for the
holes to concentrate in a single orbital, resulting in a density
of n = 1 − 2δ, while the other orbital remains half-filled at
n = 1.

When λ = 0, the two orbitals decouple entirely from each
other. The stability of the OSMP or OUP phase can then be
understood by studying the energy per site Es of the single-
band Hubbard model. Fig. (9) shows the energy evolution per
site with electron density. There is a notable decrease in en-
ergy close to half-filling, indicating the proximity to the Mott
phase. Such energy reduction near half-filling makes it ener-
getically favorable to have one layer with a density of n = 1
and the other layer with a density of n = 1 − 2δ rather than
having both layers with a density of n = 1 − δ. Note that
OSMP is favored up to critical total density nc around half-
filling, beyond which the system becomes orbitally uniform.
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[11] A. Schröder, G. Aeppli, R. Coldea, M. Adams, O. Stockert,
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