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W e investigate the nonlinear opticalsusceptibilities ofM ott insulatorswith the dynam -

icalm ean �eld approxim ation.The two-photon absorption (TPA) and the third-harm onic

generation (THG )spectra are calculated,and the classi�cation by the typesofcoupling to

external�eldsshowsdi�erentbehaviorfrom conventionalsem iconductors.Thedirecttransi-

tion term sarepredom inantboth in theTPA and THG spectra,and theim portanceoftaking

alltypesofinteraction with the external�eld into accountisillustrated in connection with

theTHG spectrum and dcK erre�ect.ThedependencesoftheTPA and THG spectraon the

Coulom b interaction indicate a scaling relation.W e apply this relation to the quantitative

evaluation and obtain resultscom parableto those ofexperim ents.

KEYW ORDS:nonlinearoptics,two-photon absorption,third-harm onic generation,dynam ical

m ean �eld,electron correlation,M ottinsulator

1. Introduction

Severalnonlinearopticalresponseshavebeen observed in M ottinsulators;thetwo-photon

absorption (TPA),1,2 thethird-harm onicgeneration (THG )3,4 and theelectrore
ectancespec-

troscopy.5 A notablepointisthatquasione-dim ensional(1D)M ottinsulatorsshow largenon-

linearresponsesin thesem easurem ents,com pared with thoseofconventionalsem iconductors.

O n the other hand m agnitudes ofnonlinear responses in two-dim ensional(2D) system s are

com parableto thoseofconventionalsem iconductors,and then thedim ensionality dependence

ofnonlinear susceptibilities has also attracted attention in M ott insulators.2,4 However this

doesnotm ean thatthe 2D system doesnotneed an explanation,because the originsofthe

opticalgap in the band insulatorsand M ottinsulatorsare di�erentfrom each otherand the

theory ofconventionalsem iconductorsdoesnotapplytoM ottinsulators.Thereexistsdetailed

com parison between experim ents and theory in conventionalsem iconductors.6 By contrast,

opticalnonlinearitiesin M ottinsulatorshave notyetbeen understood to thatlevel.

In the previouspaperwe derived thegeneralform ulation ofthenonlinearopticalsuscep-

tibility based on G reen’sfunction,and applied thisto a calculation ofthe TPA spectrum of

antiferrom agnetic insulators with the Hartree-Fock approxim ation.7 The dim ensionality de-
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pendenceofnonlinearsusceptibilitieswasinvestigated and a sem iquantitative estim ation was

m ade there.This calculation fails to include the dam ping e�ect,and the divergence arises

atthe band edge.Thism akesa quantitative estim ation di�cultand itisdone with the av-

eraged spectrum .(The dam ping e�ect is also im portant due to the experim entalfact that

the response tim e ofM ott insulators is very fast.1) O ther approaches on nonlinear optical

responseshave been m ade with use ofthe num ericaldiagonalization m ethod on sm all-sized

system s.8 Thiscalculation consistsofthe discrete levels and dipole m om entsbetween them ,

and requires an arti�cialdam ping term .Although the qualitative reproduction of the di-

m ensionality dependence ism ade with thism ethod,even rough estim ation ofm agnitudesof

nonlinearsusceptibilitiesisnotattem pted.

In this paper we study nonlinear susceptibilities ofM ott insulators with the dynam ical

m ean �eld approxim ation on the basis of the general form ulation developed in ref.7 The

dam ping e�ect is naturally included within this m ethod.W e calculate the THG spectrum

and dc K erre�ectaswellasthe TPA spectrum .Itisshown thatthe directtransition term

predom inates in the TPA and THG spectra.Thisis not the case in the dc K erre�ect,but

alltypesofprocessesareim portantin thesam edegreeto form theoscillating structure.The

scalingrelationsoftheopticalresponsesarederived,and thelinearand nonlinearresponsesare

proportionalto theinverseofthesquareand thefourth poweroftheenergy gap,respectively.

Accordingtothisrelation weobtain quantitativeresultsoftheTPA and THG spectra,which is

com parableto experim entsin thecasethatthevalueoftheCoulom b interaction issom ewhat

largerthan thatofthe bandwidth.

W e presentourform ulation forcalculation in x2,and theresultsareshown in x3.Several

vertex corrections to the nonlinear susceptibilities are considered in Appendix.W e set ~ =

c = 1 and the electric charge e is not written explicitly.These are restored in quantitative

calculations.

2. Form ulation

Firstly we show how the M ottinsulating state isdescribed in ourcalculation.W e apply

thedynam icalm ean �eld approxim ation (DM FA)to the single-band Hubbard m odel,

H =
X

< ij> �

tij(c
y

i�
cj� + c

y

j�
ci�)+ U

X

i

ni"ni#: (1)

(tij isthe transferintegraland U indicatesthe on-site Coulom b interaction.)W e do notuse

thenotation ‘theory’which isusually used in thedynam icalm ean �eld theory (DM FT),but

adopt ‘approxim ation’because we do not consider the lim it ofthe dim ensionality d ! 1 .

Thisim pliesthefollowing.In DM FT the e�ective single-site action,

Se� = �

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
X

�

c
y
�(�)G

�1
0 (� � �

0
)c�(�

0
)+ U

Z �

0

d�n"(�)n#(�) (2)
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is derived in the large dim ension lim it,d ! 1 .9 (� = 1=T and T is the tem perature.) In

ourcase we use thise�ective action in arbitrary lattice system s.Thism eanswe neglectthe

higher-orderterm softhetransferintegralotherthan the�rstterm ofSe�.Thisisthereason

why weuseDM FA instead ofDM FT.In thiscasewedonotneed to scalethetransferintegral

by thefactorof1=
p
d.

O therprocessesin thecalculation arethesam easin DM FT.Theself-energy iscalculated

with Se� asthe functionalofG0,�[G0].The W eissfunction G0 iscalculated by the following

relation,

G�1
0
(�n)= i�n + �0 � G

(0)
(�n) (3)

and

G
(0)
(�n)=

X

k

�
2
kG k(�n)� [

X

k

�kG k(�n)]
2
=
X

k

G k(�n); (4)

with G reen’sfunction,

G k(�n)=
1

i�n � �k + � � �(�n)
: (5)

(Here �n = �T(2n � 1) and n is integer.) These functions are self-consistently determ ined,

and the chem icalpotential�,�0 is �xed by the condition,n�[G ]= n�[G0]= 1=2 (this sets

the system to behalf-�lled).W e m ake anotherapproxim ation to solve Se�.W e calculate the

self-energy within thesecond orderperturbation,10

�(�n)= � U
2
T
2
X

n0;l

G0(�n0)G0(�n0 + !l)G0(�n � !l): (6)

W e usethe following dispersion relation,

�k = � 2t(coskx + �cosky)+ 4t
0
�coskxcosky: (7)

In num ericalcalculations below we put t = 1 and �x the next-nearest-neighbor hopping

t0 = 0:2 (results do not change ifwe vary t0 m oderately).W e vary � as the dim ensionality

param eterfrom the 2D � = 1:0 to the quasi1D � = 0:1.

Next we present the form ulation ofthe nonlinear opticalresponse functions.The third-

ordernonlinearsusceptibility isdeterm ined by,

�
(3)
(!;!1;!2)=

K (3)(!;!0;!00)

!!1!2!3
: (8)

(The de�nitions of�(3) and K (3) are given in ref.7) Here,! = !1 + !2 + !3,!
0 = !2 + !3

and !00 = !3.!1,!2 and !3 are frequencies ofthe external�elds and take di�erent values

dependingon variousm ethodsofm easurem ents.K (3) isclassi�ed by thetypesofthecoupling

to theexternal�eldsasfollows,

K
(3)
(!;!

0
;!

00
)= K

(3)

< j4>
+ K

(3)

< j3>
+ K

(3)

< j2>
: (9)
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Each term iswritten as,

K
(3)

< j4>
=

2

3!

X

k

Z
d�

2�
v
4
k

X

< i;j>

(G
R
a G

R
i G

R
j Tb+ G

R
a G

R
i TjG

A
b + G

R
a TiG

A
j G

A
b + TaG

A
i G

A
j G

A
b ); (10)

K
(3)

< j3>
=
2

3!

X

k

Z
d�

2�

@vk

@k
v
2
k[
X

i

(G
R
a G

R
i Tb+ G

R
a TiG

A
b + TaG

A
i G

A
b )+

X

j

(G
R
a G

R
j Tb+ G

R
a TjG

A
b + TaG

A
j G

A
b )

+
X

< i;j>

(G
R
i G

R
j Tb+ G

R
i TjG

A
b + TiG

A
j G

A
b )];

(11)

and

K
(3)

< j2>
=
2

3!

X

k

Z
d�

2�
[

�

@vk

@k

� 2X

i

(G
R
i Tb+ TiG

A
b )+

@2vk

@k2
vk

X

j

(G
R
j Tb+ TjG

A
b )

+
@2vk

@k2
vk(G

R
a Tb+ TaG

A
b � G

R
b Tb� TbG

A
b )]:

(12)

Here G
R ;A
x = G

R ;A

k
(�x) (R and A m ean the retarded and advanced, respectively), Tx =

tanh(�x=2T)Im G
R
k
(�x) and vk = @�k=@k. �x = � + !x and !a = !1 + !2 + !3,!b = 0,

!i= !1 + !2,!1 + !3 or!2 + !3,!j = !1,!2 or!3.The diagram m atic representationsare

given in Fig.1 ofref.7 ;Fig.1(a),(b)and (c,d,e)forK
(3)

< j4>
,K

(3)

< j3>
and K

(3)

< j2>
,respectively.

In thisform ulation vertex correctionsareom itted,and these arediscussed in Appendix.

3. R esults

3.1 The analysis ofspectrum

Thenum ericalresultsshown below arecalculated with eqs.(10,11,12).Thevertex correc-

tionsare notincluded,which aresm allcom pared to these term sasindicated in Appendix.

The decom position ofIm K (3) to Im K
(3)

< j4>
,Im K

(3)

< j3>
and Im K

(3)

< j2>
in the case ofthe

TPA spectrum (!1 = � !2 = !3 = !)isshown in Fig.1.(W e �x the tem perature T = 0:036

hereafter,and thisparam eterisnotconsidered to beim portantbecause of!;U;t� T.)The

predom inance ofK
(3)

< j2>
over K

(3)

< j4>
and K

(3)

< j3>
is peculiar to M ott insulators,in contrast

with conventionalsem iconductors where K
(3)

< j2>
vanishes except for the self-transition.11,12

The existence ofK
(3)

< j2>
in the TPA spectrum depends on the origin ofthe gap,7 and the

di�erence in m agnitude ofthree Im K (3) is understood by writing expressions explicitly as

follows.

Im K
(3)

< j4>
(!;0;!)=

4

3

X

k

Z
d�

2�
v
4
k[

�

tanh
� � !

2T
� tanh

� + !

2T

�

I�+ !R �I��! R �

+

�

tanh
� + !

2T
� tanh

�

2T

�

I�+ !I�(I�+ !I�� R�+ !R �� R�+ 2!R �+ ! � R�R ��! )]:

(13)
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Fig.1. The decom position ofIm K (3) in the case ofthe TPA spectrum .U = 12 and � = 0:2 ’sum ’

indicatesthe sum ofthree term s.

Im K
(3)

< j3>
(!;0;!)=

4

3

X

k

Z
d�

2�

@vk

@k
v
2
k[

�

tanh
� � !

2T
� tanh

� + !

2T

�

I�+ !R �I��!

+

�

tanh
�

2T
� tanh

� + !

2T

�

I�+ !I�(R �+ ! + R �+ R �+ 2!=2+ R ��! =2)]:

(14)

Im K
(3)

< j2>
(!;0;!)=

1

3

X

k

Z
d�

2�
[

�

@vk

@k

� 2�

tanh
� � !

2T
� tanh

� + !

2T

�

I�+ !I��!

+ 2
@2vk

@k2
vk

�

tanh
�

2T
� tanh

� + !

2T

�

I�+ !I�]:

(15)

Here I� = Im G R
k
(�) and R� = ReG R

k
(�). W e consider the case of ! ’ U=2 in the TPA

spectrum .Theseexpressionsindicatethatthesecond term softhesethreeequationsaresm all

due to the factor I�+ !I� = Im G R
k
(� + !)Im GR

k
(�).(Ifone ofIm GR takes large values,the

other has sm allvalues owing to the absence ofthe spectrum .) Then we consider the �rst

term s in these expressions.The existence of R � is the reason for the sm allness of K
(3)

< j4>

and K
(3)

< j3>
com pared with the directtransition term K

(3)

< j2>
.The form ertwo casesincludes

virtually excited states in the opticalprocess,and R � expresses this excitation.Although

I�+ !I��! = Im G R
k
(� + !)Im GR

k
(� � !) can take large values around � ’ 0,R� is roughly

proportionalto 1=U in thisregion and issm all.ThisexplainsresultsofFig.1.

Thedecom position ofK (3) to K
(3)

< j4>
,K

(3)

< j3>
and K

(3)

< j2>
in thecaseoftheTHG spectrum

(!1 = !2 = !3 = !)isshown in Fig.2.Thepredom inanceofK
(3)

< j2>
overK

(3)

< j4>
and K

(3)

< j3>
is

thesam easthecaseoftheTPA spectrum ,and thereason forthisisalso thesam e.(Herewe

considerthecase of! ’ U=3.)IfwewritetheexpressionsofK (3) explicitly,wecan �nd that

thefactorlikeIm G R
k
(�+ 3!)Im GR

k
(�)existsin K

(3)

< j2>
.Then K

(3)

< j2>
takeslargervaluesthan the

othertwo term s,which includethenonresonantR � term .In theTHG spectrum theexistence

ofthe realpart Re�(3) m akes it inevitable to calculate allthree term s ofK (3) consistently,
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Fig.2. The decom position of(a) the realand (b) im aginary part ofK (3) in the case ofthe THG

spectrum .U = 12 and � = 0:2.’sum ’indicatesthe sum ofthree term s.

0

0.0002

0.0004

0.0006

0.0008

0.001

0.0012

0.0014

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

|χ
(3

)
T

H
G
|

ω

all
<j4>
<j3>
<j2>

Fig.3. Thedecom position ofj�
(3)

T H G
jin thecaseoftheTHG spectrum .j�

(3)

< j4> j,j�
(3)

< j3> jand j�
(3)

< j2> j

arecalculated with K
(3)

< j4> ,K
(3)

< j3> and K
(3)

< j2> ,respectively.’all’m eansj�
(3)

< j4> + �
(3)

< j3> + �
(3)

< j2> j.

U = 12 and � = 0:2.

especially forsm all!.Ifwe calculate j�
(3)

TH G
jonly with K

(3)

< j4>
,K

(3)

< j3>
orK

(3)

< j2>
separately,

each ofj�
(3)

< j4;j3;j2>
jdiverges at sm all! as shown in Fig.3.The cancellation am ong three

K
(3)

< j4;j3;j2>
occursatsm all!,and weobtain convergenceonly ifthesum m ation ofthesethree

term sistaken.(Thiscancellation isthenonlinearanalogueofthatbetween theparam agnetic

and diam agnetic term sin the linearresponse.Itisuna�ected by vertex correctionsowing to

the absence ofthe m om entum -dependence in the self-energy.)Thisshowsthe im portance of

taking allthree term sinto account.The convergentbehaviorisrelated to thatofthe Drude

weight,which is de�ned as D := �!Im �j!! 0 (� is the conductivity) and D = 0 for T ! 0

in insulators.13 The nonlinear correction iswritten as Im �(3) = � ReK(3)=!3.Therefore the

nonlinear correction to the Drude weight would be divergent ifReK (3) took �nite values.
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Fig.4. The decom position ofIm K (3)(!;0;��!).�! = 0:05,U = 12 and � = 0:2.’sum ’indicates

thesum ofthreeterm sand theinsetshowsthisresultseparatelybecauseofthedi�erencein scales.

(Strictly speaking,the term which is proportionalto exp(� Eg=T) (E g is the energy gap)

rem ainsasin the linearresponse,butthisisvanishingly sm allforE g � T.)

The decom position ofIm K (3) to Im K
(3)

< j4>
,Im K

(3)

< j3>
and Im K

(3)

< j2>
in an approxim ate

case of the dc K err e�ect (!1 = !,!2 = � !3 = �!) is shown in Fig.4.(It should be

�! ! 0,but we apply the �nite di�erence to �(3) = � K(3)=(!2�! 2).) In contrast to the

abovetwo cases,allofK
(3)

< j4>
,K

(3)

< j3>
and K

(3)

< j2>
contributesto K (3) in thesam edegree.The

reason for this is that ReG R
k
(�) does not necessarily locate at the nonresonant state,which

isunderstood by writing the setoffrequencies;(!i;!j)= (0;�!),(0;� �!),(! + �!;�!),

(! + �!;!),(! � �!;� �!),(! � �!;!).As shown in the inset the sum m ation ofthese

three term s is sm aller than each ofthem by two orders ofm agnitude.Allthese term s are

required to reproduce the characteristic oscillating structure sim ilar to thatobserved in the

electrore
ectance spectroscopy.

It is known that sum rules hold in the nonlinear response.14,15 The relation,
R1

0
!�N L2 (!;� !0;!0)d! = 0holdsfortheTPA spectrum .Here,�N L2 (!;� !0;!0)istheim aginary

partofthecom plex dielectricfunction.Ifwetreattheabovethreeterm sofK (3)separately,we

willviolate thisrelation.The appearance ofthe oscillating structure in the dc K erre�ectas

shown aboveisanotherexam pleofthenecessity to consideralltheseterm sin K (3) (!0= �!

in this case).A previous calculation do not take these term s into account properly.16 They

neglectthepredom inantterm K
(3)

< j2>
,and also failto treatthedivergenceatsm allfrequency

region carefully in a calculation ofthe realpartof�
(3)

TH G

3.2 The dependences ofnonlinear susceptibilitieson the Coulom b interaction

W e show the dependences ofthe nonlinear susceptibilities on U=t,U=W and �.(Here

W is the bare bandwidth and is a function of t0 and �.) The dependence of the integral

ofthe linear absorption spectrum (�� =
R

!Im �(1)(!)d!) on t=U ,W =U with severalvalues
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Fig.5. Thedependenceof�� =
R

!Im �(1)(!)d! on t=U .Theinsetshowsthedependenceofthesam e

quantitieson W =U .

of� is shown in Fig.5.(The value ofU at which the M ott transition occurs depends on

�,and these are U ’ 9:1;9:2;10:2;13:1 for � = 0:1;0:2;0:5;1:0,respectively.) The relation

�� / 1=U holds,which isconsistent with the sum rule for the linear absorption.17 Ifwe put

the lattice constant a = 5 �Aand U = 2 eV (The reason why we take this value is that the

linearabsorption spectrum in experim entspeaksaround thisenergy and in oursim plem odel

the spectrum always has the peak around U .),we get �(1)jpeak ’ 0:98;0:76 � 105 cm �1 at

U = 13:5 for� = 0:1;1:0,respectively (here�(1)(!)= 4�!Im �(1)(!)=cand cisthevelocity of

lightwhich iswritten explicitly forthequantitativeestim ation).Thesearealm ostcom parable

totheresultsofexperim entswhich are�(1)jpeak ’ 4;1� 105 cm �1 in quasi1D and 2D system s,

respectively.2 Therelation !Im �(1) / 1=U indicatesthatweexpecta m oderateenhancem ent

of�(1) forsm allerU .

Thedependencesofthepeak oftheTPA spectrum (Im �
(3)

TPA
m ultiplied by !)on t=U and

W =U are shown in Fig.6.The relation !Im �
(3)

TPA
/ 1=U 3 holds approxim ately.(Itdeviates

slightly from 1=U 3 for sm aller U,and the results are rather proportionalto 1=U 3:5.This

is because the peaks of the TPA spectrum shift to lower energies.) If we put the lattice

constanta = 5 �Aand U = 2 eV,we getIm �
(3)

TPA
’ 0:0155;0:0133 � 10�9 esu atU = 13:5 for

� = 0:1;1:0,respectively.Ifweextrapolatetherelation Im �
(3)

TPA
/ 1=U 4 forsm allerU ,wewill

obtain Im �
(3)

TPA
’ 1:0;0:1� 10�9 esu atU = 4:76,� = 0:1 and U = 8:15,� = 1:0,respectively.

Thedependencesofthepeak oftheTHG spectrum on t=U and W =U areshown in Fig.7.

The relation j�
(3)

TH G
j/ 1=U 4 holds.Ifwe set param eters sam e as above to evaluate j�

(3)

TH G
j

quantitatively, we get j�
(3)

TH G
j ’ 0:0217;0:0162 � 10�9 esu at U = 13:5 for � = 0:1;1:0,

respectively.Ifweassum ethattherelation j�
(3)

TH G
j/ 1=U 4 holdsforsm allerU ,wewillobtain

j�
(3)

TH G
j’ 1:0;0:1� 10�9 esu,atU = 5:18,� = 0:1 and U = 8:56,� = 1:0,respectively.

These results indicate that the dependence ofthe susceptibility on � is rather weak,at
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T H G
jpeak on t=U .Theinsetshowsthedependenceofthesam equantities

on W =U .

leastwith t=U �xed.O n theotherhand itisstrongly dependenton � in thecaseofW =U �xed,

and thisisbecausethebandwidth W isafunction of�.Theexperim entalresultsindicatethat

�(3) ’ 1:0;0:1� 10�9 esu forquasi1D and 2D system s,respectively.2,4 O urcalculation shows

thatit is possible to obtain �(3) com parable to those ofexperim ents in the case ofU & W

(actually W = 4:4 and 8:0 for � = 0:1 and 1:0,respectively).However this is based on the

condition thatwe can extrapolate scaling relations forsm aller U ,and we discussthis point

in x4.W e �nd thatthe dependencesof� on t0isweak with the m oderate variation oft0.

In experim entsthenonlinearsusceptibility in thequasi1D system isoneorderofm agni-

tudelargerthan thatin the2D system .O urresultdoesnotshow so m uch di�erencebetween

� = 0:1 and � = 1:0 with �xed t=U .Although the im provem ent should be done on DM FA

especially in quasi1D system s,thisispartly explained by thebehaviorofthedensity ofstates,
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which isshown in Fig.8.Theexperim enton thelinearabsorption spectrum indicatesthatthe

band-edgesofthe spectrum are alm ostsam ein both system s.Thism eansthatthenonlinear

susceptibilitiestobecom pared should havethesam eband-edgein thedensity ofstates.There-

forewecom parethenonlinearsusceptibilitiesatU = 10:5;� = 0:1and U = 13:5;� = 1:0asan

exam ple having such properties.The TPA and THG spectra are shown in Fig.9.According

thescalingrelation �
(3)

TPA ;TH G
/ 1=U 4,aslightchangeofU bringsaboutlargevariationsin the

nonlinearopticalsusceptibilities.O n theotherhand thelinearabsorption spectrum doesnot

changeconsiderably becauseof�(1) / 1=U 2.Consequently theratio of�(3)j�= 0:1 to �
(3)j�= 1:0

becom esm uch largerthan thatof�(1)j�= 0:1 to �
(1)j�= 1:0,which resem blestheobservationsin

experim ents.

The scaling relation in sem iconductors shows that �
(3)

TPA
/ 1=E 4

g.
6,12 (E g is the energy

gap.) Although this is sim ilar to our result,this does not m ean that both M ott insulators
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and conventionalsem iconductorsobey thesam escaling relation becausethedom inantterm s

in �(3) are di�erent between these m aterials as m entioned in x3.1.In spite ofthis fact,the

di�erence in the m agnitude ofthe nonlinearsusceptibility between these m aterials is partly

explained as follows.For the low dim ensionalsystem s the gap edge ofthe density ofstates

issteeperthan thatofm orehigh dim ensionalsystem sasshown in Fig.8.Thisenhancesthe

m agnitude ofthe opticalsusceptibility in quasi1D system s,com pared to that conventional

sem iconductors.

4. Sum m ary and D iscussion

W ecalculate nonlinearopticalsusceptibilitieswith DM FA on thebasisofthegeneralfor-

m ulation ofnonlinearresponse developed in a previouspaper.The directtransition term is

predom inantin theTPA and THG spectra,which iscontrary toconventionalsem iconductors.

Thisisbecausethetransition to thenonresonantinterm ediatestatesgivessm allcontribution

to�(3) duetothestrongcorrelation.O n theotherhand theorigin oftheband gap in sem icon-

ductorsm akesthe directtransition negligible in �(3).In spite ofthese factsourresultshows

thatasa function ofthe energy gap the scaling relation in M ottinsulatorsbehavessim ilarly

asthatofconventionalsem iconductors.A sem iquantitative evaluation ofnonlinearsuscepti-

bilities is carried outand showsthatresults are com parable to those ofexperim entson the

condition thatthe value ofthe Coulom b interaction issom ewhatlargerthan the bandwidth.

The m agnitude ofIm �
(3)

TPA
and j�

(3)

TH G
jtakes sim ilar values with each other,which is also

indicated by experim ents.These are notclari�ed in previousworksforsm allsystem swhich

arediagonalized num erically.Thescaling relation based on DM FA alsoshowsthatthesm aller

U isfavorable to the larger�(3) asin the Hartree-Fock calculation,which iscontrary to the

scenario ofa largeopticalnonlinearity based on thespin-chargeseparation.8 (Thespin-charge

separation holdsapproxim ately and ispreferred atlarge U=t.Thevalidity ofthe spin-charge

separation asan explanation forthelarge opticalnonlinearity can bejudged partly from the

dependenceof�(3) on param eterslike U=t.)

O neofourconclusionsisdependenton theassum ption thatthescaling relation holdsfor

sm allerU .Here we discusson thispointand a possible m odi�cation.The m ain reason why

therelations�(1) / 1=U 2 and �
(3)

TPA ;TH G
/ 1=U 4 hold isasfollows.By de�nition �(1) / 1=!2

and �
(3)

TPA ;TH G
/ 1=!4.This leads to the above U -dependences on the condition that the

U -dependences of K (1) and K
(3)

TPA ;TH G
are weak and the optical gap scales with U .The

calculation hereindicatesthatthisproperty holdsatleastwithin ourapproxim ation.However

thereissom eroom forim provem entwith respecttothedescription oftheM ottinsulator.The

Hubbard m odelisconsidered to have the M otttransition atsm aller valuesofU than those

ofa calculation presented here.Thisisthecaseespecially in them odelwith � = 0:0,which is

the 1D system and should be the M ottinsulatoreven asU ! 0.18 The im provem entshould

bedoneon thispointto exam inethedim ensionality dependencesand thescaling relation for
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sm allerU (forexam ple,an expansion to includek-dependenceoftheself-energy19).
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A ppendix: Vertex corrections

Thecorrection to verticesvk and @
2vk=@k

2 vanishesasin ref.20,21 owing to the inversion

sym m etry.O n theotherhand itisnotknown towhatextentthecorrection tovertices@vk=@k

and v2
k
contributesto �(3).Thediagram sand equationsofthistypeofverticesare sim ilarto

thoseofFig.1 (f,g,h)and x3.2 in ref.7 Thevertex correction to thepredom inantterm in K (3)

iswritten as,

K
(3)
vc (!l)= � T

2
X

n;n0

X

k

G k(�n + !l)
@vk

@k
G k(�n)�(�n;�

0
n;!l)

X

k0

G k0(�n0 + !l)
@vk0

@k0
G k0(�n0):

(A� 1)

Here �(�n;�n0;!l) is the reducible four-point vertex. If we consider the second-order

perturbation term as an irreducible four-point vertex I(�n;�n0;!l), it is written as

I(�n;�n0;!l) = 2�(�n � �n0)+ �(�n � �n0) (�(!l) = � U2T
P

k;n
G k(�n + !l)G k(�n) and

�(!l) = � U2T
P

k;n
G k(!l� �n)G k(�n)).From the expression we anticipate that the ver-

tex correction is sm allin the case that the dependence ofI(!l) on frequency is weak.It is

becausetheparticle-hole sym m etry holdsapproxim ately.Thiscan beveri�ed by thenum eri-

calcalculation which showsthatthevertex correction issm allerthan ordinary term sby two

ordersofm agnitude.

In contrastto this,thenearest-neighborinteraction (V )isconsidered to beim portantin

opticalresponsesbecausetheexcitonscan beform ed by the�nal-statesinteraction.Therefore

we consider the vertex correction by the nearest-neighbor interaction. The form ulation is

sim ilarto thatofx3.2 in ref.7 and we consideronly the Fock term with thisinteraction.The

vertex correction to the predom inantterm Im K
(3)

< j2>
,Im K

(3)

< j2>
itselfand the sum m ation of

both term s ofthe TPA spectrum are shown in Fig.A� 1.The vertex correction shifts the

spectrum to lower energy.Thise�ect is rather sm allcom pared to thatofantiferrom agnetic

insulators with the Hartree-Fock approxim ation because the dam ping e�ect is included in

DM FA.Although the value ofV=U is not known (V=U ’ 0:22 in Fig.A� 1 is considered to

be a large value),thistype ofthe vertex correction willincrease the valuesof�(3) ofx3.2 in

som edegree.
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