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T he realtim e dynam ics of Interacting electrons out of equillbbrium contains detailed m icroscopic
Inform ation about electronically correlated m aterials, which can be read out with tim eresoled
optical spectroscopy. The re ectivity that is typically m easured In pum p-probe experin ents is
related to the nonequilbrium optical conductivity. W e show how to express this quantity in term s
of realtim e G reen functions using dynam ical m ean— eld theory. A s an application we study the
electrical response of the FalicovK Im ball m odel during the ultrafast buildup of the gapped phase

at large interaction.

I. NTRODUCTION

E lectronic correlations are known to give rise to highly
unusual phenom ena such as heavy fermm ion behavior or
the M ott m etakinsulator transitions! In recent years
a new perspective for this eld has been provided
by various pum p-probe spectroscopies, which can di-
rectly track the tim e evolution of strongly interacting
system s far from equilbriim . For exampl, the dy-
nam ics of electrons in the vichity of a M ott metal-
nsulator transition was investigated using tin eresolred
photoem ission spectroscopy? and tin eresolved optical
spectroscopy2~===~ In these experim ents, the sam ple is

rst excited by an intense laser pulse (ump); a sec—
ond pulse (probe), which comes at a controlled tin e-
delay, is then used to characterize the transient state by
m eans of photoem ission or optical spectroscopy. P um p—
probe experin ents w ith fem tosecond tim eresolution are
now comm only used for the Investigation of dynam ics in
m olecules; m etals? and sem iconductors3? R ecent devel-
opm ent of shorter and shorter pulses has pushed the lim -
iting tin e-resolution below 10 fs for optical frequenciestt
and into the attosecond regin e for pulses in the extrem e
ultraviolet 12

For solids it is often a subtle task to distinguish the
contribution of various degrees of freedom to a speci c
phenom enon. The M ott transition is induced by the
Coulomb repulsion between electrons, but can occur si-
m ultaneously w ith a change of the lattice structure, cb-
scuring the prin ary origin of the phase transition. In
tin eresolved experim ents, how ever, di erent degrees of
freedom can be identi ed ifthey evolve on di erent tim e
scales?” Tn particular, the lJattice usually reacts much
slow erthan the electronic system . M any phenom ena that
are already visble at low tin e resolution can be explained
in tem s of a tw o-tem perature m odel?+3 which assum es
that the electronic system is in them al equilbriim at
any given tin e, but m ay have a di erent tem perature
than the lattice.

O n the other hand, pum p-probe experin ents allow for
an investigation ofthe electronic realtim e dynam ics. For
exam ple, two-photon photoen ission spectroscopy can
m onior the ultrafast them alization of a pum ped elec—

tron gas in m etals w ithin several100 f524% T sem icon—
ducting G aA s, the buildup of a screened Coulom b inter—
action In the electron-hol plasn a created by the pho-
toexcitation of electrons into the conduction band has
been tracked ushg tin edom ain TH z spectroscopy > In
particular the latter experin ent probes the true quantum
dynam ics of the state, which can no longer be described
by a sin ple rate equation but requires the fiill m any—
particle H am iltonian 227 F would be very interesting to
m easure the electronic dynam ics in strongly interacting
system s, which m ay dom nate, eg., the ultrafast buildup
of interm ediate m etallic states across Insulatorto-m etal
transitions2#<7 or the melting of correlation-induced
long-range order after an extemal perturbation2 The
goalofthispaper is to set up the fram ew ork for a m icro—
scopic description of tin eresolved opticalm easurem ents
In such strongly correlated electron system s. For tim e—
resolved photoem ission gpectroscopy, the m icroscopic de—
scription was recently derived In Ref..

Them icroscopic form alism of isolated quantum m any—
body system sout ofequilbriim wasgiven independently
by Baym and K adano ,22 and K eldysh?? in tem s ofreal-
tin e G reen functions. It provides the starting point for
a nonequilbrium perturbation theory?t“2 which is how -
ever bound to fail for strong interactions. D ynam ical
m ean— eld theory @M FT),22 which becom esexact in the
lin it of n nite spatial din ension,?? also applies to the
non-perturbative regine. DM FT selfconsistently m aps
a latticem odelonto an auxiliary single-site problem . T he
equilbrium theory hasbeen instrum ental in understand—
Ing many correlation-nduced phenom ena, such as the
M ott transition, both for sim ple m odel system s and
or realm aterials222® Recently, DM FT for nonequilb—
rium has been formulated in the fram ework of K eldysh
theory2? It has been used to investigate the Falicov—
K inball m odek82? under the in uence of strong elec—
trical elds,??3% aswellas its relaxation over the m etal-
Insulator transition after a sudden change of the interac—
tion param eter3! Sin ilar investigations for the H ubbard
m odel still require new techniques for the solution ofthe
e ective single-site problem . H owever, prom ising candi-
dates for this task have been developed during the last
years32:33

Them ain purpose of this paper is to discuss the probe
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process In optical spectroscopy in tem s of linear re—
soonse of a nonequilbrium state to an electrom agnetic

eld. For this state, which m ght originate from the
application of a pum p pulse, the tim e evolution is as—
sum ed to be known from DM FT . T he response is given
by the two-tin e optical conductivity  (;tY), that relates
the current at tine t to electrical elds in the sample
at earlier tin es tY3% For system s n equilbrium DM FT
has already been successfully used to understand op-—
tical spectroscopy in correlated m aterials3® The stan-
dard expression for the frequency-dependent conductiv—
ity (') in DM FT3¢ is quite sinple and contains only
sihgleparticle G reen functions, because vertex correc—
tions to the current-current correlation finction vanish
or isotropic system s3827 In this paper we derive an ex—
pression r the two-tim e conductivity (;t%) from non-—
equilbriim DM F T, which tums out to be a direct gener—
alization of the equilboriuim expression3® to K eldysh lan—
guage. In particular, our derivation show s when the in-
clusion of vertex correctionsbecom esm andatory In non—
equilbriim situations, and under which conditions sim
lar sin pli cation occur or ;%) asfor (1).

W e then apply the theory to a sin ple lattice m odel for
Interacting electrons in a single band,
X X X
VijC\il Cy + U NinN g n; : 1)

ij i i

H =

Here cY

" are annihilation (creation) operators for two
soecies of ferm fons (= #,") on lattice site i, which in—
teract via a localCoulomb repulsion U . The rsttem n
1) is a tightdinding description of the electronic band.
Eq. [I) is the Ham iltonian of the de nes the Hubbard
m odel if the hopping V,; does not depend on the avor

, or the FalicovK inballm odek? if one particle species
is mm obike (Vi; = 0). Both m odels have a rich phase di-
agram as a function of Interaction and 1ling, Including
m etallic, nsulation and ordered phases. In the presence
of electrom agnetic elds Wwith scalar and vector poten—
tial (r;t) and A (r;t)], the hopping am plitudes acquire
P ejerls phase factors?e-3?

0 1
. B
B 1e c
Vij = Vij exp( s drA (r;DA ; @)

R

and a potential termm eP ; R 49 ¢ isadded to
the Ham iltonian, where e is the charge of an electron.
Here and throughout a tilde indicates that the quantity
is taken In zero extemal eld.

Nonequilbbrium DM FT can potentially m odel the fi1ll
pum p-probe process by including the pump eld explic-
il in Eq. [2). In the application of the general resul to
the FalicovK Inballm odel we use an idealized nonequi-
lbrium situation instead, w here the \pum ping" is an in-
stantaneousevent; we only have to know the excited state
after the pum ping, which is taken as initial state for the

subsequent tin e evolution. This pem is an investiga-—
tion of the relaxation between the various phases. For
Instance, we can start from a m etallic state and follow
the relaxation In the insulating param eter regin e of the
Ham iltonian. Below wem odelthis situation by a sudden
Increase of the interaction parameter U. W e therefore
allow for arbitrary tin e dependence of allparam etersU ,

and V;; In the Ham iltonian .

T his paper is outlhed as Pllows. In Section [, we
de ne the optical conductivity in nonequilbrium experi-
m ents, and discuss its relation to the re ectivity in tim e-
resoked m easurem ents. Tn Section [II we shortly review
DM FT for nonequilbbrium . W e then derive the nonequi-
lHorium opticalconductivity 7n DM FT in Section[IV]. F i
nally, .n Section V] we apply the theory to the Falicov—
K In ballm odeland investigate the response ofthe system
during the ultrafast buildup ofthe gapped phase at large
Interaction.

II. TIM ERESOLVED OPTICAL
SPECTROSCOPY

To understand the resultsoftin eresolved optical spec—
troscopy it is necessary to know how weak electrom ag—
netic pulses of nite length propagate through the sam —
ple, which isnot In equilbriim due to the applied pum p
pulse3?4%4l The current 7 is the linear response in—
duced by the probe eld,

Zt
= a &) E @) 3)
1

which de nes the optical conductivity ;%) or sam -
ples that are not In equilbrium . (Here and throughout
and are cartesian com ponents of the vectors, and
repeated indices are summ ed over.) Note that only the
response [3) is Inear in the probe ed E (r;t%, whilke
arbitrarily strong elctric pump elds m ight be acting
on the sam pl. The wavelength in optical spectroscopy
is typically much larger than the lattice spacing of the
sam ple, so that the linear response relation [3) is essen—
tially local In space. On the other hand i is not local
In tin e, and unless there is a clear separation between
the tin e scales that govem the electrom agnetic response
and the relaxation of the nonequilbbriim state, @;t)
depends not only on the di erence of its tim e argum ents
but on both t and t° separately. O fcourse  (;t9) is al-
ways causal, ie., it vanishes ort < t°.
Knowledge of ;1) is su cient to calculate the re—
ected and tranam itted pulses from M axwell’s equations,
assum Ing that the induced current inside the sam pl is
given by Eq. [3) 22424l However, the relation to m ea-
surable quantities is m ore com plicated than for sam ples
that are In equilbrium . To illustrate we this consider
a typical tin eresolved re ection experin ent, perform ed
at nom al incidence, on a sam pl that is in nite in the
y—=z plane (cf. Fig.[dl). O utside the sam ple light propa-—
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FIG.1l: Tin eresolved re ection experin ent. For t ! 1 a
probe pulse Eo (;x) = 2Eo(t  ta =C) propagates n + x
direction w ithout dispersion (upperpanel). The sam ple ishit
at tinesneart = t4, and em its the re ected pulse E (&%)
= 2E, (& tg+ x=c),which propagatesin x direction after
leaving the sam ple (lower panel).

gates w ithout dispersion, so that wem ay write E ¢ (£;x)
= 2Eg(t ty =x=c)andE . x)= Z2E, (& tg+ x=0C)
for ncident and re ected pulsesatx ! 1 , respectively.
The functionsE( ( ) andE. ( ) arecentered around =
0, and ty is the probe delay. For sin plicity we assum ed
cubic symm etry, such that the polarization direction £
forboth pulses is the sam e. W e then de ne a generalized
re ection coe cient r(t;t %) 22

Z
Er ()= ds rty +

0

et S)Eo ( s); (@)

providing a linear relation between the two pulses. The
fi1ll tw o-din ensional tin edependence of r (;t%) can be
deduced from experim ent by suitably choosing the pulse,
and measuring at all possble pum p-probe delays tg.
H ow ever, if the optical conductivity ;) depends on t
and t° separately, then there is no sin ple relation to the
re ection coe cient r(t;t % 2 This is evident from the
de nition [4), which show sthat a sam ple which isnot in
equilbriim can m odulate the pulse frequency.

From now on we use an approxin ate orm for r ¢;t%),
which is valid for re ection from a very thin slab W ith
thickness L ! 0), such that the phase lag between the
borders is negligble. In this case M axwell's equations
are easily solved, yielding>?

rt) = tt): ®)
A m ore realistic description, w hich takesthe nite thick—
ness of the sam ple and is inhom ogeneous excited state
Into account, requires the num erical sim ulation of the
pulse propagation?? and of the nverse problem4! of ob—
tainhg t°) from r;t%). However, the treatm ent of
such e ects isbeyond the scope of this paper, the goalof
which is to calculate the optical conductivity ;%) m
croscopically for an interacting m any-body system that
isnot In equilborium .

III. DM FT FOR NONEQU ILIBRIUM

DMFT for nonequilbrium usually starts from ther-
mal equilbriim at some early tine t = 4, n 2= For
t  thm the system evolves according to the Ham ilto—
nian [0), driven out of equilbrium if the Ham ilonian
changes w ith tin e. Them odynam ic variables and op-—
tical response functions are obtained from the retarded,
advanced and lesser realtim e G reen fliinctions,

Y Gth= i€ tOnfe ©;c) E)gi  (6a)
GH Gth=1i ¢° vhfq ©);c gl (6b)
G5 Gt) =i e ©1i: (60)

@A though retarded and advanced G reen functions are
In fact related by symm etry, both are given here for
later reference.) The average h i = Trp ] i Eq.[d)
is over Initial states at t = t4, 4, distrbuted ac-
cording to the grand-canonical density matrix o /

exp[ H )] at hverse tem perature The op-
erators ¢ () = U Gtum)c U (Guinst) are n Helsen—
berg representation wzi:thespect to the full tim e evolu—
tion U (%) = T.exp[ i dtH {)]. Using the K edysh
orm alisn 292122 the G reen finctions [@) are then calou-
lated In tem s of a m ore general contour-ordered G reen
function Gi5; Gt) = iTcq O ¢)iwith tine ar-
gum ents on the contour C that runs from t;, 1, to some
larger tim e t, 5x on the realaxis, then from t; ax tO Gty
and naly toty,ym 1 on the Inaginhary tin e axis. For
the retarded, advanced and lesser com ponents one hag?!

6L Gth= ¢ tHBy &) G5 @] (a)
=Gy GY) Gi @t) (7o)
Y wth= ¢° vy G 6 GOl 09
=G Gt) Gy ©GY) (7d)
Gy =61 &) (Te)

ij

w here the superscripts  indicate whether the rst and
second tim e argum ents are on the upper or lower real-
tin e branch of the contour, respectively.

From now on we only consider translationally invari-
ant nonequilbrium states, ie., we assum e that the G reen
function G i; ;%) depends only on the di erence R ;

R 5, with diagonalFourier transform Gy (Gt). Thisas-
sum es that the electrom agnetic elds do not depend on
explicitly on position either, which is justi ed for experi-
m ents at optical frequencies, as discussed above i Sec.[I.
W e use a gauge w ith zero scalar potential , for which

electrical eld isgiven by E (t) = @A (t)=c. The hop-
ping am plitude Vi; Eqg. [@)] then also depends only on
thedistanceR ; R j;isFouriertransform y (t) isgiven
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x ©= VijeXp[jkCRj Ri)]= “k+ =A @©); 7 (8a)
j
X
&, = Visexplik R 3 Ri)]; (8b)
j
ie., x () is obtained from the zero- eld dispersion ~

by a tin edependent shift in m om entum .
The interacting contour G reen function satis es the

D yson equation?i-2

(G k) G I = c&G); ©)
where , (9 is the contour selfenergy and G,  (t;t0)
is the noninteracting G reen function, whose inverse

G ) = ¢ &) HeS + (

x ©)=~] (10)

can be written as a gi erential operator on the contour.
Here (f g) (D) = _dtf GDgtit) is the convolution
of two functions along the contgur, c(t;to) is the con-—-
tour delta function [de ned by . dtf® ¢ b = £ O],
and @ denotes the contour derivativeZ! The unique so—
lution ofEq. [@) is determ ined by antiperiodic boundary
conditions for the contour G reen functions in both time
argum ents21:22

The DMFT selfenergy is obcal in space, ie.,, x is
Independent of k for a translationally invariant system .
T his approxin ation becom es exact in the 1im it of in nite
spatialdin ensions? both forthe equilbrium selfenergy
and the K eldysh selfenergy?’ In DM FT the local self-
energy ;%) and the localG reen function G (&;tY),
Gy Gt)= Gy Gt);

G G

1 X
— 11
N (11)

k

N isthe num ber of lattice sites in the sam ple) are deter-

m Ined from an auxiliary problem in which the degrees of
freedom at a single lattice site i are coupled to som e un—
know n environm ent. T he Jatterm ust be determ ined self-
consistently, by solving the auxiliary problem together
w ith the D yson equation [9). A s the precise form of the
localproblem in tem s of itsm any-body action does not
enter into the derivation of the electrom agnetic response
below , we refer to previous work for fiirther details2?=1

Iv. OPTICAL CONDUCTIVITY IN DMFT

The current operator for the Ham iltonian [Il) is
de ned#24344 by the relation jr) = c H=A (). Us-
ingEq. [2), we obtain the current in the long w ave—length
lim it as
Z

ddrj ()T ;

q! 0

hj ()i= 12a)

s <

v ©Gy Gb; (12b)

<|b

~

the current vertex is given by

Vi ©=~"@ x ©=~"C% =@, (120)

and V is the volime of the sampl. A lthough the
response to arbitrarily strong elds is descrbed by
DM FT2?, here we are nterested in the linear current re—
soonse to a weak probe eld. W e de ne the susceptibility

Gt = nj @i ©): 13)

In the chosen gauge wih E (t) = @A (t)=c, the sus-

ceptibility ;1% is related to the optical conductivity
) Eq. B by
7
GtH= c dt &b 14)

tO

T he susceptibility [I3) is related to the current-current
correlation function, which can be evaluated in analogy
to the equilbriim case3® Here we prefer to take the
derivative of [120) directly, w here the vectorpotentialen—
ters both in the vertex vy (t) and in the G reen function
G, (tt). Thisyields the diam agnetic and param agnetic
contributions to the susceptibility,

)= PO+ T G); (15a)
X
dia .0 ie v, ©
; = = ;0 ; 1
) v ) 2 (to)Gk &t (15b)
pm (t'to) - l_ex v, () M . (15¢c)
f v k A )

k

T he param agnetic contribution can be found from a vari-
ation of the lattice D yson equation [9),
Gk = Gx [§ ] G e

Some sinpli cations occur In the absence of
anisotropies. W e note that the second tem in [L4),
containing the k-independent selfenergy, does not con-—
tribute to the k—sum in Eq. [I5d) if, under inversion ofk,
() Gx issymmetric and (i) the vertex vy is antisym —
m etric. These conditions arem et by an isotropic system
w ithout extemal elds, and are therefore generally valid
r system s with nversion symmetry h equilbbrium 27
However, the isotropy may be lost when an iniially
isotropic system is driven out ofequilbbrimm ,eg., when a
current is induced by the electricalpump eld. Further-
m ore, the vertex [12d) is no longer antisym m etric when
an electrical eld ispresent n addition to the probe eld,
ie. when the param agnetic susceptibility [I5d) is evalu—
ated at A 6 0. Experim entally these anisotropic e ects
In otherw ise isotropic system s show up asa dependence of
the signalon the relative polarization ofpum p and probe
pulses. However, when the anisotropy is caused entirely
by the pum p pulse, the Inversion sym m etry ofG
Gx can be restored by averaging over the pum p pulse



polarization. Then this term again drops out In [I5d),
provided that vy (t) is antisymm etric (ie. A () = 0).
In order to study such anisotropic e ects, vertex correc—
tions contained in m ust be taken into account (even
for cubic lattices), by solving a Bethe-Salpeter equation
on the K eldysh contour, w ith the irreducihble vertex fuinc—
tion = G from the auxiliary sihgle-site problem as
nput.

In the Pllowing we only consider the com pletely
isotropic relaxation between hom ogeneous phases, such
that the vertex corrections can be disregarded.
Eq. [I5d) is evaluated at zero eld, so that only the st
tem By (it) = By G') G ltuity) con—
trbutesto Gy in Eqg. [18). This corresponds to keep—
Ing only the elem entary bubble diagram for the current-
current correlation fiinction 3¢ The two convolutions in

F. (t;t) collapse to a singke one because [ G' 1 t)
/ ¢ @Gt). I orderto cbtaln  G; (tit) wetakety = t
and t, = ton the upper and lowerbranch of the contour,
respectively [cf. Eq. [@)]. The contour integral is then
transform ed into an integralalong the realaxis,

7
Fe &t )=E dtvi © A ©)

1

G," GHG, b G, GHG, GBI a7)
from which the opticalconductivity ;%) can be read
o . From Eq. (7), together w ith the relations G| (;t)
= Gy v and G} ) = 6 b , we naly
obtain the param agnetic susceptibbility

X
Pt = 2, wov, MGy GGy €0
K
(18a)
where (= e’=W~c) and vy = @~ =~.The diam ag—

netic contribution ©llow s directly from [12d):

; X
dae= 22 € € @ @ ~ )G (G : (18b)
- k
Egs. [14) and [18) constitutecur nalDM FT expressions
for the optical conductivity (rovided that anisotropic
e ects are disregarded, as discussed above).
T he optical conductivity [14) can be written as

GO =1dH+D © € t9; 19)
ie., it splits Into its reqular part
A
[th=c dt " o, 20)

1

which vanishes in the lm it t° ! 1 , and the D rude

contribution

D () lin (€t

(21la)
©0r 1

7t
= g ¢

1

dt " t;h); (21b)

which does not depend on the tin e gi erence at all. In
the latter expression, %2@) = c ; d® (Gt is
the weight of the delta finction in Eq. [18d). A nite
D rude contribution D  (t) € 0 indicates perfect m etal-
lic behavior, because it gives rise to a delta function at
zero frequency in the partially Fouriertransform ed opti-
cal conductivity

!
~ Gl)= dsetttis e ) (22a)
0
)
— Y 4 M.
)+ T 10 22b)

N ote that Egs. [18) and [20) can be checked by inserting
equilbriuim G reen functions

Z
GE )= i t9 dla, (1! ® 9 @3
Z
GI Gt =1 dla, (MHE@W)E® 9 ; (3b)
with the spectral function Ay () = Im GF (! +
i0)F and the Fem ifiinction £ (!)= 1=(1+ e '), which

depend only on tim e di erences, into Eq. (22). Then the
wellknow n expression for the reqular part of the optical
conductiviy i equilbbrium 2°

X

Re ™9()= C o Vi Y
k

oAk (02, (C+1OFECY £+ 1Y)

d!

;o 24)
is recovered.

V. PUMPPROBE SPECTROSCOPY ON THE
FALICOV-KIM BALL M ODEL

A . The FalicovK Im ballm odel in nonequilibrium

In the rem aining part of this paper we focus on a spe—
ci ¢ electronic m odel, the FalicovK inballm odel. This
lattice m odel descrbes itiherant @#) electrons and im —
mobik (") electrons that interact via a repulsive local
interaction U 28 The Ham iltonian is given by Eq. [0
w ith Vi; = 0. The FalicovK inball m odel has been
an in portant benchm ark for the developm ent ofDM F'T
In equilbbrium , because the e ective single-site problem



for the m obile particles is quadratic and can be solved
exactly2® Tt currently plays a sin ilar rolke for nonequi-
Horiim DM FT 222931 in particular since no appropriate
realtin e iIn purity solver is yet available for the Hub-
bard model. In spite of its apparent sin plicity the
FalicovK In ballm odelhas a rich phase diagram contain—
ing m etallic, nsulating, and charge-ordered phases2? In
the ollow ing we x the 1lling of both particle species
sy = n» = 1=2), and consider only the hom ogeneous
phase w ithout symm etry breaking. This phase under-
goes a m etal-insulator transition at a critical interaction
U = U.A24%47 fiom the gaplessphase at U < U, to the
gapped phase at U > U..

Below we assum e that the system is prepared in ther—
mal equilbrium for tines £t < 0. Then the Interaction
param eter U is changed abruptly at t = 0. In thisway
we study the relaxation of the system in the hsulating
param eter regin e, starting from a weakly correlated state
U < Ug). Thism In ics an experim ent sin ilar to the one
described in Ref., w here the buildup of a weakly cor-
related state is studied w ith tin eresolved spectroscopy,
starting from an uncorrelated state ofelectrons jist after
their excitation into an em pty conduction band. Note
that In this interpretation the state of the conduction
band m m ediately after the pum p pulse isthe iniialstate
for the relaxation process.

The relaxation dynam ics after such an interaction
quench was recently nvestigated wih DM FT using the
exact G reen fiinctionsG ¢4 ;t°) ofthem obile particles3?
However, only them odynam ic observables were dis—
cussed in Ref.@, with a special focus on their steady
state value in the longtine lim i. Here we consider
Instead hypothetical tin eresolved experim ents that are
perform ed on the system during relaxation, ie. we use
the G reen functions from Ref.@ to evaluate the opti-
cal conductiviy from Eq. [I8). M om entum summ ations
in [[8) are perom ed for a hypercubic lattice, taking
the dispersion ~ to be t of a sam Fellptic densiy of
states2® ()= @= W?) W2 2 (cf.App.R]). The
halfbandw idth W = 2 sets the energy scale, such that
the critical nteraction isU. = W = 2.

B . Optical conductivity and re ected electrical
eld

W e study relaxation far in the insulating regine U =
6), starting from an Initialmetallic state U = 1). The
optical conductivity (gt s) for this case is shown in
Fig.[Za as a function of t and s. There are ve regions
[@) to (v)]in this plot that we want to discuss in detail.

In regions (@) £E< OJand @) k! 1] @&t s) de
pends only on the tin edi erence s, Indicating that the
system is In a stationary state. For (i) this is the niial
equilbriim state, and for (ii) it corresponds to the nal
steady state3! The Fourier transform ation [224d) of the
conductivity exhibitsa broad peak at ! = 0, both forthe
nitialstate [~ (= 0;!)]and the nalstate [~ (=1 ;!)]
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FIG.2: (a) Optical conductivity (t;t s) for the quench
from the ground state at U = 1 (hiial tem perature T = 0)
toU = 6 (nf = nc = 1=2, halfbandwidth W = 2). Theunit
of the conductivity is ¢ = N a’e’w =(2~2V ), where a is the
Jattice constant. In the region above the upper dashed line,
t s < 0. Below the lower dashed line the relaxation is es—
sentially com plete. (b) Fourier transom [22a) of the optical
conductivity in the initial and nal stationary state, and for
an equilbrium state at U = 6, wih the sam e excitation en-
ergy relative as the nalstate (T = 2:070). (c) D iam agnetic
contribution [I80)) to the susceptibility.

(cf.Fig.[Zb). This clear indication ofm etallic behavior of
the nalstatem ay seem surprising, since the interaction
is far above the critical nteraction U.. However, a nie
DC oconductivity should be expected because the nal
state is highly excited w ith respect to the ground state
at U = 6. In fact, the excitation energy corresoonds to
an e ective tem perature T = 2:070, forw hich the equilb-
riim DC conductivity (0) is already quite sizable even
at U = 6 (dotted curve in Fig.[Zdo). However, (0) is
still considerably lower com pared to ~ (t= 1 ;0). Thisis
a signature of the incom plete relaxation in the Falicov—
Kmballmodel: The system does not relax to them al
equilbriim , but reaches a non-them al steady state, as
shown in Ref. for them odynam ic quantities. In the
present context we nd that the electrom agnetic response
of the non-thermm al nal state com bines som e features of
the nsulating state (@ peak around ! = 6 due to excita—
tionsacrossthe gap) w ith a sizable D C conductivity. Full



them alization is expected only due to coupling to fur-
ther degrees of freedom or further hopping or Interaction
term s that are not contained in [I).

Fort s< Oandt> 0 fegion (i) nFig.[Zal, ©t s)
determ ines the current affer the pum ping att = 0 caused
by an elctrical eld applied to the sam ple before the
pum ping. It thusm easures a com bination of the electro-
m agnetic response of the Initial state and the subsequent
decay of the induced current for t > 0. By contrast,
in region (iv) in Fig.[Za i describbes the response of the
nonequilbrium state alone, and hence givesdirect Insight
Into various relaxation processes. True nonequilbbrium
dynam ics can be observed only when both t s and tare
an aller than som e relaxation tin e g, after which the
regponse is stationary, ie., when (t;t s) dependson s
only. In the present case the relaxation is virtually com —
pkte afferonly a few tin es ofthe inverse halfbandw idth
(stat 8=W = 4,below the lowerdotted line in F ig.[2a).
T herefore the relaxation tin e and the tin e scales of the
electrom agnetic response, which is set by the decline of

t;t s) ors! 1 ,apparently have the sam e order of
m agniude.

In spite of this very fast relaxation nontrivial tran—
sient behavior can be observed before the stationary state
is reached. Consider (¢t s) at s = 0, which tra—-
verses alm ost two dam ped oscillation cycles w ith an ap-—
proxin ate period 2 ~=U before reaching its nal value
Fig.[2e). Recallthat (;t) is given by the delta finc—
tion weight 92 (t) ofthe diam agnetic susceptibility [180)
f. Egs. 20) and [2I)]. These oscillations are the hall-
m ark ofdynam icsthat are dom l;'nated by a H ubbard-type
density interaction such asU  ;njynny. In fact, when
the Ham iltonian is given only by thj§ Interaction tem ,
the tim e evolution-operator exp [itJ  ; njnnjy ] itself is
tin eperiodic,?? and oscillations should therefore be vis-
ble In all nonlocal quantities. T hese so-called collapse—
and-revivaloscillationswere rst observed and described
in experin ents w ith ultra-cold atom ic gases,2? where the
H am iltonian ofthe system can be designed in a controlled
way.

Finally we note that the conductivity (Gt s) van—
ishes in the limit s ! 1 , ie., the D rude weight [21))
vanishes for alltin es fregion (v) in Fig.[Zha]. Thisiswell
known for the FalicovK Inballm odel in equilbrium 2
unlike In the Hubbard m odel,23 the m obilke particles do
not om a perfect metaleven at T = 0 because of the
disordered background of in m obik particles. M athem at—
ically the vanishing ofD (t) is due to the cancellation
ofthe two term s in [21) . Since each of them has a non—
trivial tin e dependence (cf. Fig.[Zc), this cancellation
represents a strong check for our num erical evaluation of
the conductivity.

To illistrate the relation of the optical conductivity
to tim eresolved THz experinm ents, we use the sinpl
expression [@) fr the re ection coe cient, and calcu—
late the re ected eld E » ( ;%) according to the def-
inition [4), using a single cycle incident pulse Eo( ) =
sin( )exp( 2?2).Theresul isshown in Fig.3. Forshort

1
£ 05 @ i
= 0
=
LUO-O.S 3 b
5 Eren(Titq)
1
) i
; o4
g2 0
X -0.2
[
= 1 -0.4
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FIG. 3: Resul of an idealized spectroscopy experin ent

(cf.Fig.[): @) Incidentpulse. (o) Re ected pulseE o ( ;tg)
ffrom Eqgn. [) and [)], or a delay ty of the incident pulse
w ith respect to the start of the relaxation at t = 0. The re—
gion below the diagonal dotted line is not in uenced by the
quench at all. Above the horizontaldotted line (tg & star =

4) the re ected signal is converged. For tg < at, at least
one revivalpeak at ty = 2 ~=U is clarly visble (crosses).

delay tin es ty between the incident pulse and the pum p—
event at t = 0, the pro ke of the re ected eld depend
strongly on ty. On the other hand, fortimnesty & stat,
the relaxation is essentially com plete, and E ( ) has
developed a longer oscillating tail. T his generalbehavior
is also seen in the experin ent of Ref.[15. Tn F ig.[3 the os-
cillations n E ( ) asa function of are characteristic
of the gap In the nal state. Furthem ore, the above-
m entioned transient 2 ~=U -periodic oscillations are vis—
ble in the ty dependence ofthe re ected eldE . ( ) at
an all

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we generalized the fam iliar equilbrium
expression for the optical conductivity in DMFT to
the linear electrom agnetic response of a nonequilbbrium
state. W e nd that the two-tin e optical conductivity

t; ), which is probed in tin eresolved optical spectro—
scopies, can be expressed in term s of electronic realtin e
G reen fiinctions [see Egs. [14) and [I8)], which can be
obtained from the DM FT solution. The expression for

t;t%) is com pletely general. O nly anisotropice ectsare
disregarded that would lead to a dependence ofthe signal
on the relative polarization direction ofpum p and probe
pulses, ie., averagihg over the pum p-probe direction is
assum ed.

As a rst application we have applied the theory to



a hypothetical pum p-probe experin ent on the Falicov—
Kmballmodel. The pumping out of equilbriuim was
m odelled by a sudden change In the interaction param e-
ter, afterwhich an electrical eld pulse probes the relax-—
ation betw een m etallicand insulating phases. W e observe
very fast relaxation w ith a relaxation tim e com parable to
the inverse bandw idth, such that no clear separation of
the tin e scales occurs between the Intrinsic relaxation
and electrom agnetic response. M oreover, the two-tin e
optical conductivity reveals transient oscillations In the
response on a shorter tin e scale on the order of the in—
verse interaction. T hese collapseand-revival oscillations
are expected to be very robust, eg., or di erent densi-
ties. Using tin eresolved spectroscopy it m ay thus be
possbl to observe this phenom enon, which is known
from experim entsw ith ultracold atom s in optical lattices,
In the relaxation of correlated electrons in solids aswell.

In the future, it should becom e feasble to solve the
DM FT equationsalso forthe Hubbard m odelin nonequi-
lbrium . This will provide In portant insight into the
dynam ics of the pum ped M ott insulator at short time-
scales.
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APPENDIX A:MOMENTUM SUMMATIONS

For the hom ogeneous and isotropic relaxation w ithout
external elds discussed in Section [V], the evaluation of
mom entum sum s is perform ed along the sam e lines as
in equilbrium £ Because the DM FT selfenergy i

is ocal, the mom entum k enters the DM FT equa—
tions [@)-[11) only via the singleparticle energy ~
Eq. BD)], ie, Gx @) 6. @) n zero ed3?
The k sums in Eq. [II), [I8d), and [18H) can then be
reduced to Integrals over a single energy variabk?’2? by
Introducing the localdensity of states

X
()= Fk if &) @1)
k
and the dispersion function
1 X
D )=N— ( RV ¥ Aa2)

k

In Eq. A1), ¥ i isthe single particle state of the hop-
ping m atrix V,;; for a B ravais lattice one has hik ij =

1=N . For any fiinction g( ) we thus obtain the relations

7
1X
N glx )= d ()g() A 3)
k 1
in Eq. @), and
1 X “
N Ve ¥, glx )= d D ()g() @4
k 1
1 X “
N @ @ ~ )glx )= d BD ()Ilg()
k 1
A 5)
in Egs. [[84d) and [18D). H ere the last relation is proven
using partial ntegration and the identity v, @ ( g )
= @ )

In this work wg use a sem iellptic densiy of states,
4( )= @=W? W2 2 orthe mobik particles in
the FalicovK inball model, which leads to a sinpl
selfconsistency condition for the auxiliary sihgle-site
problem 3! I the lin i of in nite coordination num ber,
this density of states is obtained for nearest-neighbor
hopping on the Bethe lattice, but also for a particular
choice of Ionger range hopping am plitudes on the hyper-
cubic Jattice 8 I the latter case one obtains®®

# Wa2
D" ()= P

X 4~2"1 (=W ¥ s

|

o S 2

1 (=W P+W snt(=w)

exp? 2erf! 5
W =2
@ 6)

or the dispersion fiinction [R2), where a is the lattice
constant. W e adopt this form for the m obilk particles
in the FalicovK inballmodel; D = 0 frthe inm obile
species.

M. Im ada, A .Fujm ori, and Y . Tokura, Rev.M od. P hys.

70, 1039 (1998).
L.Perfetti, P. A . Loukakos, M . Lisow ski, U . Bovensiepen,
H.Berger, S.Biem ann, P. S. Comaglia, A . G eorges and

2

M .W olf, Phys.Rev. Lett. 97, 067402 (2006).
T. Ogasawara, M . Ashida, N. M otoyama, H . Eisaki,
S.Uchida, Y. Tokura, H.Ghosh, A . Shukla, S.M azum —

3



10
11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30
31

32

33

dar, and M .K uwata-G onokam i, Phys.Rev.Lett. 85, 2204
(1000) .

S.Iwai, M .0Ono, A .M aeda, H.M atsuzaki, H. K ishida,
H .Okam oto, and Y . Tokura, Phys.Rev. Lett. 91, 057401
(2003) .

M . Chollet, L. Guerin, N. Uchida, S. Fukaya, H. Shi-
moda, T. Ishikawa, K .M atsuda, T. Hasegawa, A . Ota,
H .Yam ochi, G . Saito, R . Tazaki, S.A dachi, and S.K oshi-
hara, Science 307, 86 (2005).

H.Okamoto, H. M atsuzaki, T . W akabayashi, T . Taka—
hashi, and T . Hasegawa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 037401
(2007) .

C. Kublkr, H. Ehrke, R. Huber, A . Halbica,
R. F. Hagling, Jr. Leitenstorfer, and A . Leitenstor—
fer, Phys.Rev. Lett. 99, 116401 (2007).

A .H.Zewail, J.Phys.Chem .A 104, 5660 (2000).

H .Petek and S.0gawa, P rog. in Surf. Sci. 56,239 (1997).
W .M .Axtand T .Kuhn,Rep.Prog.Phys. 67,433 (2004).
G . Steinm eyer, D . H . Sutter, L. G allm ann, N .M atuschek,
and U .K eller, Science 286, 1507 (1999).

M . Hentschel, R . K ienberger, Ch. Spiem ann, G . A .Rei-
der, N .M ilosevic, T . Brabec, P. Corkum , U . Heinzm ann,
M .D rescher, F .K rausz, Nature 414, 509 (2001).
P.B.Allen,Phys.Rev.Lett. 59, 1460 (1987).

W .S. Fann, R. Storz, H. W . K. Tom and J. Bokor,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 68, 2834 (1992).

R .Huber, F.Tauser, A . Brodscheln , M . Bichler, G . Ab-
streiter, A . Leitenstorfer, N ature 414, 286 (2001).
L. Banyai, Q. T. Vu, B. Mick, and H.
Phys.Rev.Lett. 81, 882 (1998).

N -H .Kwong and M . Bonitz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 1768
(2000) .

J.K .Freericks, H . R . K rishnam urthy, and Th. P ruschke,
arX iv/cond-m at:0806.4781.

L.P.Kadano and G .Baym ,Quantum StatisticalM echan-—
ics W .A .Benpm in, New York, 1962).

L.V .Keldysh, J. Exptl. Theoret. Phys. 47, 1515 (1964)
Sov.Phys.JETP 20, 1018 (1965)].

J.RammerandH .Sm ith,Rev.M od.Phys. 58, 323 (1986).
H .Haug and A -P.Jauho, Quantum K inetics in T ransport
and O ptics of Sem iconductors (Springer, Berlin, 1996).

A .Geowges, G .Kotliar, W .K rauth, and M . J. R ozenbery,
Rev.M od.Phys. 68, 13 (1996).

W .M etzner and D . Volhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 324
(1989).

K.Held, I.A .Nekrasov, G . Keller, V . Eyert, N . B lum er,
A .K .M a4 ahan,R .T .Scalttar, Th.P ruschke,V .I.A nisi-
mov, and D . Volhardt, Phys. Status solidi 243, 2599
(2006) .

G .Kotliar and D . Volhardt, Phys. Today 57, Vol 3, 53
(2004) .

J. K. Freericks, V. M.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 266408
Phys.Rev.B 77, 075109 (2008).
L.M .Falicov and J.C .K inball, Phys.Rev. Lett. 22, 997
(1969).

J.K .Freericks and V. Zlatic, Rev.M od. Phys. 75, 1333
(2003) .

N.Tsuj, T.Oka, and H .A oki, arX iv:0808.0379.

M .Eckstein and M .Kollar, Phys.Rev. Lett.100, 120404
(2008) .

F.B.Andersand A . Schiller, Phys.Rev. Lett. 95, 196801
(2005) .

Ph.W emer, A .Comanac, L.de M edici, M . Troyer, and

Haug,

Turkow ski, and V. Zlatic,
(2006); J. K. Freericks,

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45
46

47
48

49

A J.M illis, Phys.Rev. Lett. 97, 076405 (2006).

J. T.Kindt and C.A . Schmuttenm aer, J. Chem . Phys.
110, 8589 (1999).

M .J.Rozenberg, G .Kotliar, H .Kajieter, G .A . Thom as,
D .H.Rapkine, J.M . Honig, and P.M etcalf, Phys.Rev.
Lett.75, 105 (1995).

Th.Pruschke,D .C.Cox,and M .Jarrell, Phys.Rev.B 47,
355 (1993).

A .Khurana, Phys.Rev. Lett. 64, 1990 (1990).

R .Rederls, Z.Physik 80, 763 (1933).

J.M . Luttinger, Phys.Rev.84, 814 (1951).

M .C.Beard and C.A . Schmuttenm aer, J. Chem . Phys.
114,2903 (2001).

J.M .Schins, E.Hendry, M .Bonn, and H.G .M uller, J.
Chem .Phys. 127, 094308 (2007).

B.S.Shastry and B . Sutherland, Phys.Rev. Lett. 65, 243
(1990).

D. J. Scalapino, S. R. W hie, and S. C.
Phys.Rev.Lett. 68, 2830 (1992).

T he current is gauge-invariant and satis es the continuity
equation forthedensity (r)= >, ( Ri)d ¢ ,asun-
der a gauge transform ation the H am iltonian transfom s as
HfA+r g=e 9H fA ge'9,whereg= %fddr (r) (x).
U.Brandt and C .M ielsch, Z.Phys.B 75, 365 (1989).
P.G.J.van Dongen and D . Volhardt, Phys. Rev. Lett.
65,1663 (1990).

P.G .J.van Dongen, Phys.Rev.B 45, 2267 (1992).
N.BlmerandP.G .J.van D ongen, In "Concepts In E lec—
tron Correlation", Eds.: A.C.Hewson, V. Zlatic, NATO
Science Serdes, K uwer (2003); arX iv:cond-m at/0303204|.
M .G reiner, O .M andel, Th.W .Hansch, and I.B loch, Na-—
ture 419, 51 (2002).

In the presence of extemal eldsthis is no longer true, See
V .Turkow skiand J.K .Freericks, Phys.Rev.B 71, 085104
(2005) .

Zhang,


http://arxiv.org/abs/0808.0379
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303204

