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The Luttinger’s theorem has long been taken as the key feature of Landau’s Fermi liquid, which signals the
presence of quasiparticles. Here, by the unbiased Monte Carlo method, violation of Luttinger’s theorem is
clearly revealed in the Falicov-Kimball (FK) model, indicating the robust correlation-driven non-Fermi liquid
characteristic under any electron density. Introducing hole carriers to the half-filled FK leads to Mott insulator-
metal transition, where the Mott quantum criticality manifests unconventional scaling behavior in transport
properties. Further insight on the violation of the Luttinger’s theorem is examined by combining Hubbard-I
approximation with a composite fermion picture, which emphasizes the importance of a mixed excitation of the
itinerant electron and the composite fermion. Interestingly, when compared FK model with a binary disorder
system, it suggests that the two-peak band structure discovered by Monte Carlo and Hubbard-I approaches is
underlying the violation of Luttinger’s theorem.

I. INTRODUCTION

Electron correlation has long been the key ingredient of
modern condensed matter physics. In strongly correlated sys-
tems, such as the heavy fermion compound, cuprates and
the iron-based superconductors, correlation introduces vari-
ous unconventional metallic states1–3. The metallic state with
linear-𝑇 resistivity is often called strangemetal after its discov-
ery in the normal state of high-𝑇𝑐 cuprates superconductors.
Similar phenomena has also been found in heavy fermion com-
pounds where magnetic quantum critical point is approaching.
These unconventional metallic states cannot be understood in
the framework of Landau’s Fermi liquid (FL) theory and has
been empirically classified as non-Fermi liquids (NFLs) due to
anomalous thermodynamic and transport properties4. Unfor-
tunately, despite intensive decades of studies, our knowledge
on generic NFLs (beyond artificial large-𝑁 limits or solvable
models) is still very limited because the intrinsic strong cor-
relation effect is beyond the scope of Hartree-Fock mean-field
and perturbation theory framework, thus intuitive understand-
ing of these NFLs is largely unknown.

Fortunately, the Luttinger’s theorem provides a heuristic
way to understand the essence of the NFLs. The Luttinger’s
theorem suggests the existence of quasiparticles, and has long
been taken as a key feature of FL. Recently, several numerical
researches have confirmed that the Luttinger’s theorem is vio-
lated in the doped correlation-driven Mott insulators, e.g., in
Fermi-Hubbard model, 𝑡−𝑉 model and 𝑡− 𝐽 model5–14. How-
ever, the accuracy of these studies is affected by the dimension,
size of the system, limited temperature region, and crude ap-
proximation. Especially for a doped Mott insulator lacking
of particle-hole symmetry, due to the notorious minus-sign
problem, the most trustworthy determinant quantum Monte
Carlo simulation of the Fermi-Hubbard model is limited to a
small size and high temperature, whereas the analytical study
can rarely predict the nature of a specific system. In our pre-

vious work, we have studied the violation of the Luttinger’s
theorem in the anisotropic limit of Kondo lattice, i.e., the
Ising-Kondo lattice model15. Considering the specific feature
of Ising-Kondo lattice, the unbiased study of the violation of
the Luttinger’s theorem is still insufficient and a more generic
and transparent system which permits unbiased Monte Carlo
simulation on a large size close to the thermodynamic limit is
heavily desired..
Wenote that the Falicov-Kimball (FK)model is such an ideal

platform to study the Luttinger’s violation of the doped Mott
insulator. The FK model is an alternative Hubbard model,
which can be exactly solved within the framework of dy-
namical mean-field theory (DMFT) in infinite dimension16.
Hitherto, most research about FKM are restricted to the weak
coupling regime, where the long-range correlation and the nat-
ural tendency to phase separation conspire to rich patterns in
the zero-temperature phase diagram.16,17 These stripelike or
inhomogeneous charge orderings can correspond to kinds of
strongly correlated electron systems18–20, such as the doped
cuprates21–31, layered cobalt oxides32,33 and nickelates34–38.
It is used to be thought that the FK model in small interac-
tion (use 𝑈 as its strength) is more unconventional, while the
large 𝑈 situation can be simply mapped onto effective Ising
model and thus its underlying physics has been rarely reported
in literature39. In this paper we instead focus on the strong
coupling regime and reveal that the strong correlation leads to
non-trivial quantum states beyond Landau’s FL paradigm. At
high temperature, the FK system has no long-ranged charge
order and thus could be clearly studied in terms of the vi-
olation of the Luttinger’s theorem. It was reported that the
Anderson insulator can be induced by any finite correlation at
the thermodynamic limit40. Here, we find that in the doped
Anderson insulator with sufficient correlation (𝑈 > 𝑈𝑐), sin-
gle band evolves into a robust two-band structure, with which
the Luttinger’s theorem is violated. The disappearance of
quasiparticle suggests the crossover from FL to NFL occurs
in the Anderson insulator with increasing interaction. The
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evolution of band structure and the Luttinger integral can be
exactly covered by a binary disordered system, with which we
confirm the two-band structure is underlying the violation of
Luttinger’s theorem. Actually, not all the NFLs can violate the
Luttinger’s theorem. When Mott gap is absence, where the
single-band structure in the NFL sustains under interaction,
such as the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev model, the Luttinger’s theorem
is satisfied41. Combined with previous studies, for the specific
NFLs arising from the doped Mott insulator, the NFL nature
is attributed to the change of band structure, and this kind
of NFLs can be confirmed by the violation of the Luttinger’s
theorem.
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: In

Sec. II, the FK model is introduced and its phase diagram
is briefly discussed. Strange metal state is demonstrated by
the calculation of resistivity and specific heat. In Sec. III,
we show that the Luttinger’s theorem is violated in the FK
model in terms of direct numerical calculation. In Sec. IV, we
provide some analytical result with the Hubbard-I approach
and analyses it by the composite fermion. In Sec. V, with
the assistance of the Luttinger’s theorem, the phase diagram
in the 𝑈 − 𝑇 plane at half filling is elaborated. A binary
disordered system is discussed. We compare the violation of
the Luttinger’s theorem and the spectrum function between
the disordered system and the FK model, and finally end the
article with a summary.

II. MODEL AND METHOD

We consider the FK model16 on a square lattice, the Hamil-
tonian is defined as

�̂� = −𝑡
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑐
†
𝑖
𝑐 𝑗 +𝑈

∑︁
𝑖

�̂�𝑖�̂�𝑖 − `
∑︁
𝑖

�̂�𝑖 , (1)

where 𝑐†
𝑗
(𝑐 𝑗 ) is the itinerant electron’s creation (annihilation)

operator at site 𝑗 . �̂� 𝑗 = 𝑐
†
𝑗
𝑐 𝑗 denotes the particle number of

the itinerant electron, while �̂� 𝑗 denotes the particle number
operator for the electron in the localized state. 𝑡-term de-
notes the hopping integral and only nearest-neighbor-hoping
is involved. 𝑈 is the onsite Coulomb interaction between the
itinerant electron and the localized electron. The hole doping
into the half-filled system (` = 𝑈

2 ) is realized by tuning the
chemical potential `.
In Eq. 1 the number of localized electron at each site is

conservative since [�̂� 𝑗 , �̂�] = 0. Therefore, taking the eigen-
states of the number operator of localized electron �̂� 𝑗 as bases,
the Hamiltonian is automatically reduced to an effective free
fermion model

�̂� (𝑤) = −𝑡
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑐
†
𝑖
𝑐 𝑗 +𝑈

∑︁
𝑖

𝑛𝑖�̂�𝑖 − `
∑︁
𝑖

𝑛𝑖 . (2)

Here, 𝑤 emphasizes its 𝑤 dependence and �̂�𝑖 |𝑤𝑖 >= 𝑤𝑖 |𝑤𝑖 >,
𝑤𝑖 = 0, 1. Now themany-body eigenstate of the originalmodel
can be constructed by the single-particle state of the effective
Hamiltonian under a given configuration {𝑤𝑖}, and thus the
Monte Carlo simulation can be simply carried out. In the

context we consider the square lattice with periodic boundary
conditions. The sampling using the truncation algorithm is
used, with which we are able to carry on a simulation of the
system as large as 𝑁𝑠 = 360042. Since the thermodynamic and
transport properties of FKmodel has been studied in literature,
here we focus on the nature of Fermi surface. Therefore,
a 60 × 60 square lattice is mainly used in the calculation of
Luttinger integral, while the others are calculatedwith a 20×20
square lattice. Accordingly, the two-dimensional Brillouin
zone are sampled by a 60 × 60 𝑘-point grid. Nearest neighbor
hopping integral is used as the unit (𝑡 = 1) to measure all
energy scales. To attack the NFLs in the doped Mott insulator,
we focus on the strong coupling regime (𝑈 = 10). In this work,
we dope the half-filled FKmodel and consider the hole-doping
case by tuning the chemical potential `. The translation from
hole doping to electron doping is straightforward due to the
particle-hole symmetry. Compared with Hubbard model, due
to the lack of spin degree of freedom, in FKmodel the itinerant
electron on each site contains only one possible state. The
particle-hole symmetry also dictates that the particle density
is 𝑛𝑐 = 0.5 when ` = 𝑈

2 .
As indicated in the previous studies in Refs.17,39,43, the low-

temperature ordered states could be identified with structure
factor 𝑆𝜔𝑞 (𝑄), correlation function 𝑔𝑛 and the renormalized
correlation function 𝐺𝑛, which are respectively defined as :

𝑔𝑛 =
1
4𝑁

𝑁∑︁
𝑖=1

∑︁
𝜏1 ,𝜏2=±1

𝑤(r𝑖)𝑤(r𝑖 + 𝜏1𝑥 + 𝜏2 �̂�),

𝐺𝑛 = (−1)𝑛4(𝑔𝑛 − 𝜌2𝑖 ),

𝑆𝑤𝑞 (Q) = 4
𝑁

∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑒𝑖Q(R𝑖−R 𝑗 )𝑤𝑖𝑤 𝑗 ,

(3)

where 𝜌𝑖 =
𝑁 𝑓

𝑁𝑠
is the concentration of localized electrons. 𝑁 𝑓

and 𝑁𝑠 are the numbers of lattice sites and localized electrons,
respectively. Above-mentioned quantities reveal a charge den-
sity wave (CDW) state at low temperature around the half-
filling situation. Away from half filling, inhomogeneous is
indicated by the charge distribution in the real space, which
has finite density of state around the Fermi energy. As for high
temperature, the phase is detected by the properties of trans-
ports, thermodynamics and the spectral function. Accordingly,
we elaborate a phase diagram under strong coupling (𝑈 = 10)
on the `−𝑇 plane with rich quantum states. The result is sum-
marized in Fig. 1, where three different kinds of NFLs are un-
covered with distinguishable thermodynamics and transports.
At high temperature, around the half filling correlation opens
the gap and leads to the Mott insulator. Doping holes into
half-filled FK model drives the Mott insulator-metal transition
accompanied with Mott quantum criticality. With decreasing
particle density, the Mott insulator crossovers to the first non-
Fermi liquid (NFL-I) state, the strange metal state, the second
non-Fermi liquid (NFL-II) state, subsequently. Actually, the
resistivity displays unambiguous bifurcating quantum scaling
behavior

𝜌(𝑇, 𝛿`) = 𝜌∗ (𝑇) 𝑓 (𝑇/𝑇0 (𝛿`)), (4)
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FIG. 1. The phase diagram of the Falicov-Kimball (FK) model in the
` − 𝑇 plane at 𝑈 = 10. The low temperature regime is divided into
a charge density wave (CDW) state and a phase separation (PS) state
by a first-order transition. At high temperature, there exists a Mott
insulator state around half-filling situation and three distinguishable
non-Fermi liquid (NFL) states. A quantum critical region is induced
by doping-driven Mott insulator-metal transition. With increasing
doped holes, the Mott insulator crossover successively to the first
non-Fermi liquid (NFL-I) state, the strange metal (SM) state, and
finally to the second non-Fermi liquid (NFL-II) state.

where 𝑇0 (𝛿`) = 𝑐 |𝛿` |𝑧a , 𝛿` = ` − `∗ (𝑇) and `∗ (𝑇) is the
critical ’zero field’ trajectory corresponding to the ’separatrix’
line. 𝜌∗ (𝑇) is calculated for ` = `∗ (𝑇) and 𝑓 (𝑥) denotes
the unknown scaling function.The resistivity on the separatrix
is almost independent with temperature. The NFL-I and the
strange metal together compose the quantum critical region
(see Fig. 2c). The insulator-like branch and metallic branch
satisfy different scaling functions 𝑓 , but have the same critical
exponent 𝑧a = 1.25. The NFL-I is near the Mott insulator and
has insulator-like feature, where a upturn exists in the resis-
tivity curves at low temperature. The strange metal state with
a lower electron density instead shows the metallic transport
properties. In such a quantum critical region, the FK model
transits from insulator to metal. As shown in Fig. 2(a,b),
the strange metal state is confirmed with linear-𝑇 resistivity
and logarithm heat capacity coefficient dependence. In metal-
lic states, resistivity follows 𝜌(𝑇) = 𝜌0 + 𝐴𝑇𝑛. Around the
separatrix line of quantum critical region, resistivity shows a
quadratic dependence of temperature (𝑛 = 2), and turns to the
linear dependence (𝑛 = 1) when crossover to strange metal.
Further decreasing electron density, the scaling behavior is
lost but linear-𝑇 resistivity sustains, which is referred to NFL-
II state.

III. THE VIOLATION OF LUTTINGER THEOREM

Given the unconventional transports and thermodynamics,
it is natural to explore the quasiparticle properties in the high
temperature regime of the FK model. To achieve this aim,
we examine the validity of the Luttinger’s theorem44–47, which

FIG. 2. The SMbehavior in the FKmodel. (a) Logarithm temperature
dependence of the capacity heat coefficient𝐶 (𝑇)/𝑇 . (b) The linear-𝑇
resistivity. (c) The quantum critical scaling behavior. In the quantum
critical region the resistivity satisfies the quantum critical scaling.
The SM is the metal-like part and the NFL-I is referred to as the
insulatorlike part.

states that if Landau quasiparticle exists, the volume enclosed
by Fermi surface is consistent with its density of particles.
Such theorem has been proved originally by Luttinger and
Ward in terms of Luttinger-Ward functional in the frame-
work of perturbation theory45,46, and later by Oshikawa’s non-
perturbative topological argument47. It now has been accepted
as a key feature of FL.Mathematically, the Luttinger’s theorem
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FIG. 3. Schematic picture of the violation of Luttinger’s theorem.
For a free system with specific filling the volume of Fermi surface
can be constructed by the Luttinger’s theorem. The red circle denotes
the Fermi surface of a free system. The white region is enclosed by
the Fermi surface of the interacting system. Adiabatically turning on
the interaction in the free system (left) with fixed particle density, the
volume enclosed by Fermi surface sustains as the free one until some
critical coupling strength (middle). Under strong enough coupling
(right), the interaction changes the volume enclosed by the Fermi
surface from the free system. In fact, The violation of Luttinger’s
theorem suggests the NFL state has no quasiparticle which can be
originated from the free system, we use the magnified grid in the
Fermi surface to indicate changes of statistics.

defines the Luttinger integral (LI) below

LI =
∫
\ (Re𝐺 (k,𝜔=0))

𝑑𝑑𝑘

(2𝜋)𝑑
, (5)

and for general FL it must be equal to density of particles (𝑛𝑐)

LI = 𝑛𝑐 . (6)

Here, 𝐺 (k, 𝜔) is the retarded single-electron Green function
and \ (𝑥) is the standard unit-step function with \ (𝑥 > 0) = 1
and \ (𝑥 < 0) = 0.
Intuitively, if we use the momentum space single-particle

state |k〉, the particle density 𝑛𝑐 can be obtained by integrating
the Fermi-Dirac distribution function with the weight 𝑤(𝑘) for
each |k〉

nc =
∫

𝑤(𝑘) × 𝑓 (𝑘) 𝑑𝑑𝑘

(2𝜋)𝑑
. (7)

At zero temperature in a free system, every |k〉 state has
the same spectral weight 𝑤(𝑘) = 1, and the Fermi dis-
tribution function 𝑓 (𝑘) is the unit-step function of energy
𝑓 (𝑘) = \ (−𝜖k). Thus, the particle density is equal to the pro-
portion enclosed by the Fermi surface, which is the same as
the Luttinger integral and naturally the Luttinger’s theorem is
satisfied.
Note that the Luttinger integral is the positive proportion of

the real part of retard Green function in the first Brillouin zone,
mathematically equal to the proportion enclosed by the Fermi
surface. Actually, for any system the Luttinger integral can
be interpreted as the integral of the Fermi-Dirac distribution
function with a constant weight 𝑤(𝑘) = 1

LI =
∫
1 × 𝑓 (𝑘) 𝑑𝑑𝑘

(2𝜋)𝑑
, (8)

which is the counting of occupied |k〉 state. According to
Eq. 7 and Eq. 8, the working of the Luttinger’s theorem sug-
gests𝑤(𝑘) = 1, i.e., inmomentum space every volume element
𝑑𝑑𝑘

(2𝜋)𝑑 can contain 1 electron. Thus the counting of electron
number is equal to the counting of occupied |k〉 state. The
many-body state and the excitation can be described clearly by
the wave vector k, which is the characteristic of the quasipar-
ticle picture.
As shown in Fig. 3, by adiabatically turning on the corre-

lation, the free fermion system evolves into FL, with |k〉 state
modified on the perturbative level. In the FL state, the cor-
respondence between the original state and the final state is
valid, although the dispersion relation is modified by interac-
tion. The correspondence between free system and the FL
suggests the presence of quasiparticle, where the weight of
each |k〉 state is still invariant as 𝑤(𝑘) = 1. Actually, although
the volume of new Fermi surface in FL is invariant, its shape
should depend on the form of self-energy. With an isotropic
interaction, the real part of self-energy in momentum space is
also isotropy, leading to an invariant Fermi surface. Since the
interaction in FKmodel is isotropy, in its FL regime we expect
a Fermi surface being the same with free system. However,
with anisotropic interaction, the resultant self-energy is inho-
mogeneous in momentum space, and thus the Fermi surface
can be deformed even within the FL(see the white region in
the middle panel of Fig. 3). Even though the interaction may
change the occupied |k〉 state, if only 𝑤(𝑘) = 1, the volume
enclosed by Fermi surface is invariant with fixed particle den-
sity. It suggests the key feature of FL is the invariant spectral
weight.
We emphasize that the Luttinger’s theorem is valuable for

study of exotic metallic states. Since given a specific filling,
the Luttinger’s theorem provides a method to reconstruct the
Fermi surface of a free system with the same particle density.
For a specific correlated system, we can confirm the presence
of quasiparticle if its Fermi surface enclose the same volume
with the free system. Figure. 4 displays the imagine and real
part of the retard Green function of the FK model at 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3
under different coupling strength, respectively. The upper
panel plots 𝑐 electron’s spectral function 𝐴k (𝜔 = 0) in the first
Brillouin zone and the lower panel plots the real part of Green
function Re𝐺 (k, 𝜔 = 0), both of which are plotted around the
Fermi energy. Based on the Luttinger’s theorem, we utilize the
particle density to plot the Fermi surface of a free system with
the white line. Note that no matter in the FL (left panel), or
in the strange metal state (right panel), the location of Fermi
surface is always coincident with the zero values of the real
part of Green function. It makes sure that in the strange metal
state the Luttinger integral keeps as the proportion enclosed
by the Fermi surface.
For a weak coupling situation (left panel, 𝑈 = 1), the inter-

acting Fermi surface coincide with the free system, suggesting
a FL nature. As for the strong coupling situation (right panel,
𝑈 = 10), the interacting Fermi surface becomes heavily de-
formed. The volume of Fermi surface is greater than the free
one, which involves more possible occupied |k〉 states. As
shown in the right panel of Fig. 3, when increasing the inter-
action, the correspondence between the original state in free
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system and the final many-body state in NFL disappears at
some critical coupling strength. This suggests that the average
spectral weight decreases 𝑤(𝑘) < 1 and averagely a |k〉 state
can contain electron less than 1. For conventional fermions,
the Pauli exclusion principle permits only one electron in a
state, whereas in the NFL the strong interaction effectively
increases the exclusion in statistic.
In Fig. 5, we demonstrate the overall Luttinger integral with

varying coupling strength and varying filling. As reference,
two dotted black line is plotted as 𝑛𝑐 = IL and 𝑛𝑐 = 2 × IL.
Here, 𝑛𝑐 = IL is the Luttinger integral of a free system, around
which the Luttinger’s theorem works well. At exactly half
filling, the Luttinger’s theorem works well at any coupling
strength, due to the existence of particle-hole symmetry. With
increasing coupling strength, the Luttinger’s theorem sustains
to 𝑈 = 2. When 𝑈 > 2 the violation emerges and the mag-
nitude increases gradually with increasing interaction. The
degree of deviation corresponds to the degree of deformation
of Fermi surface, compared with the free system. Note that for
a specific coupling strength𝑈, the particle density changes the
degree of deviation, but the deviation/identical of two Fermi
surfaces is robust with doping. This robust violation corre-
sponds to the rigid band structure of the FK model. It suggests
a robust NFL-like nature for all paramagnetic phases in the
phase diagram (see Fig. 1).
Actually for the lattice model with finite sites, the above mo-

mentum integral should be replaced by discrete summation of
the 𝑘-point grid. Frankly speaking, Eq. 7 is strictly valid only
for zero temperature. Since interesting physics like NFLs and
the strange metal behavior often exist at finite-𝑇 , here we fol-
low the recent quantum determinant Monte Carlo study on the
doped Hubbard model in Ref. 6 and still use Eq. 7 to estimate
the validity of the Luttinger’s theorem at finite temperature. As
indicated in our previous work, at high temperature regime the
thermal effect on the Luttinger integral is small15. As shown
in Fig. 5, at small filling Luttinger integral displays a linear
dependence of the particle density IL = 𝑎 × 𝑛𝑐 whereas 𝑎 ≠ 1
indicates the changes of statistics in NFLs. Here, the spectral
weight is 𝑤(𝑘) = 1

𝑎
. The linear-𝑛𝑐 behavior sustains to some

critical particle density, which closely associatedwith the band
structure. The critical 𝑛𝑐 is correspondent to the coincidence
of Fermi energy and the pseudo energy gap. Not only the crit-
ical particle density (𝑛𝑐 ∼ 0.25), but also the critical coupling
strength (𝑈𝑐 = 2) all turn out to be closely related to the band
structure. These properties will be further discussed in the
binary disordered system in the final section.

IV. THE HUBBARD-I APPROXIMATION AND
COMPOSITE FERMIONS ANALYSIS

In the last section, with unbiased Monte Carlo simulation
we study the violation of Luttinger’s theorem in the FK lattice.
In this section, we want to further study the microscopic mech-
anism of the violation of the Luttinger’s theorem analytically.
In the high temperature situation, one can follow theHubbard-I
approximation to give a rough solution for FK model. At first,
we use the equation of motion (EOM) formalism and define

FIG. 4. Spectral function at Fermi energy 𝐴k (𝜔 = 0) (upper panel)
and real part of Green function at Fermi energyRe𝐺 (k, 𝜔 = 0) (lower
panel) in the FL (left panel, 𝑈 = 1, 𝑇 = 0.2, 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3) and the SM
state (𝑈 = 10, 𝑇 = 0.2, 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3, left panel). According to the
Luttinger’s theorem, the Fermi surface of a free system with particle
density 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3 is denoted by the white circle. The location of Fermi
surface is in accordance with the zero values of the real part of Green
function.

FIG. 5. An overall spectacular of the violation of Luttinger’s theorem.
The Luttinger integral versus density of electron 𝑛𝑐 at 𝑇 = 0.2.
In FL (𝑈 = 1, 𝑈 = 2), the electron density and Fermi surface is
in accordance with the Luttinger’s theorem. At stronger coupling
(𝑈 = 4), the proportion of the first Brillouin zone enclosed by Fermi
surface deviates from the density of electrons for most doping regime
thus confirms their NFL nature. Further increasing coupling strength
leads to a stronger deviation (𝑈 = 10).

the retarded Green’s function as48

𝐺𝑖, 𝑗 ,𝜎 (𝜔) = 〈〈𝑐𝑖𝜎 |𝑐†𝑗 𝜎〉〉. (9)

By using the standard EOM relation,

𝜔〈〈�̂�|�̂�〉〉𝜔 = 〈[ �̂�, �̂�]+〉 + 〈〈[ �̂�, �̂�]− |�̂�〉〉𝜔 . (10)
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For the FK model, the Hamiltonian can be rewritten as

�̂� = −𝑡
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑐
†
𝑖
𝑐 𝑗 +

𝑈

2

∑︁
𝑖

(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)�̂�𝑖 + (𝑈
2
− `)

∑︁
𝑖

�̂�𝑖 . (11)

At half-filled situation, it follows that

𝜔〈〈𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 = 𝛿𝑖 𝑗−𝑡Δ𝑖𝑚〈〈𝑐𝑚 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔+
𝑈

2
〈〈(2�̂�𝑖−1)𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 .

(12)
Here, Δ𝑖𝑚 denotes m is the nearest-neighbor site of i. For
〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 , we have

𝜔〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 =〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)〉𝛿𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑡Δ𝑖𝑙 〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑙 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔

+ 𝑈

2
〈〈𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 .

(13)
If no further EOM is involved, to close EOM we have to
decouple 〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑙 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 as

〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑙 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 ' 〈2�̂�𝑖 − 1〉〈〈𝑐𝑙 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 . (14)

In paramagnetic strong coupling regime, there is no finite
CDWorder, thus 〈(2�̂�𝑖−1)〉 = 0. Meanwhile, the contribution
from 〈〈(2�̂�𝑖 − 1)𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 vanishes due to the decoupling and
the above equation has a complete solution:

(𝜔 − 𝑈2

4𝜔
)〈〈𝑐𝑖 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 = 𝛿𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑡Δ𝑖𝑚〈〈𝑐𝑚 |𝑐†𝑗〉〉𝜔 , (15)

which can be written as

(𝜔 − 𝑈2

4𝜔
)𝐺𝑖, 𝑗 (𝜔) = 𝛿𝑖 𝑗 − 𝑡Δ𝑖𝑚𝐺𝑚, 𝑗 (𝜔). (16)

Now, performing the Fourier transformation

𝐺𝑖, 𝑗 (𝜔) =
1
𝑁𝑠

∑︁
𝑘

𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑖−𝑅 𝑗 )𝐺 (𝑘, 𝜔), (17)

we have∑︁
𝑘

(𝜔 − 𝐽2

16𝜔
)𝐺 (𝑘, 𝜔)𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑖−𝑅 𝑗 ) =

∑︁
𝑘

𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑖−𝑅 𝑗 )

− 𝑡Δ𝑖𝑚𝐺 (𝑘, 𝜔)𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑚−𝑅 𝑗+𝑅𝑖−𝑅𝑖) .

(18)

Here, −𝑡Δ𝑖𝑚𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑚−𝑅𝑖) = −𝑡 ∑𝛿 𝑒
−𝑖𝑘 𝛿 = Y𝑘 and we have∑

𝑘 [(𝜔 − 𝑈2

4𝜔 )𝐺 (𝑘, 𝜔) − 1]𝑒𝑖𝑘 (𝑅𝑖−𝑅 𝑗 ) = 0, which gives the
single-particle Green’s function as

𝐺 (𝑘, 𝜔) = 1
𝜔 − 𝑈2

4𝜔 − Y𝑘
=

𝛼2
𝑘

𝜔 − �̂�+
𝑘

+
1 − 𝛼2

𝑘

𝜔 − �̂�−
𝑘

. (19)

Here, the coherent factor 𝛼2
𝑘
= 1
2

(
1 + Y𝑘√︃

Y2
𝑘
+𝑈2

)
and

�̂�±
𝑘 =
1
2

[
Y𝑘 ±

√︃
Y2
𝑘
+𝑈2

]
. (20)

FIG. 6. Luttinger integral (IL) versus density of electron 𝑛𝑐 at𝑇 = 0.2.
It displays the violation of the Luttinger’s theorem by Monte Carlo
simulation (blue, 𝑈 = 10) and the Hubbard-I approximation method
(orange, 𝑈 = 10), respectively. The Luttinger integral of the free
fermion system (yellow) is plotted as reference.

With above single-particle Green’s function, we plot the Lut-
tinger integral at 𝑈 = 10 by the Hubbard-I approximation
(orange line with circle marker) as a function of particle den-
sity and compare it with the Monte Carlo result (blue line with
circle marker) in Fig. 6. As reference, the Luttinger integral
of the free fermion system is plotted in yellow line with circle
marker.
It turns out that the Hubbard-I approximation provides an

accurate evaluation for the Fermi surface at strong coupling
regime. Compared with the Hubbard model, in the FK model
Hubbard-I approximation works better, which can almost re-
cover the violation of Luttinger’s theorem. This advantage in
the FK model is attributed to the commutation between the
interaction and hopping terms

[2�̂�𝑖 − 1, 𝑐𝑖𝑐†𝑗 ] = 0, (21)

where the EOM truncates naturally at the second order only if
we assume Eq. 14 works.
As mentioned above, the violation of Luttinger’s theorem

suggests the correspondence between FL and NFL is lost. We
cannot access to an approximated formalism of the quasipar-
ticle by renormalizing parameters, such as the effective mass.
This remind us that an unconventional type of quasiparticle
(not Landau quasiparticle) excitation should be expected, if
exists. To access an intuitive understanding of the violation of
theLuttinger’s theorem in terms of approximated quasiparticle,
we provide a composite fermion approach with similar result
compared with Hubbard-I approximation. We note that the in-
teraction term in Eq. 1 can be interpreted as the hybridization
between the itinerant electrons and some composite fermions
𝑓
†
𝑗
= (2�̂� 𝑗 − 1)𝑐†𝑗 , which satisfies the commutation relation of

fermions

{ 𝑓 †
𝑖
, 𝑓 𝑗 } = (2�̂�𝑖 − 1) (2�̂� 𝑗 − 1){𝑐†𝑖 , 𝑐 𝑗 } = 𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . (22)

However, the commutation relation between the composite
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fermion and the itinerant electron is nontrivial

{𝑐†
𝑖
, 𝑓 𝑗 } = (2�̂� 𝑗 − 1){𝑐†𝑖 , 𝑐 𝑗 } = (2�̂� 𝑗 − 1)𝛿𝑖 𝑗 . (23)

Now the FK Hamiltonian can be written as

�̂� = −𝑡
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑐
†
𝑖
𝑐 𝑗 +

𝑈

4

∑︁
𝑖

( 𝑓 †
𝑖
𝑐𝑖 + 𝑐†𝑖 𝑓𝑖) + (𝑈

2
− `)

∑︁
𝑖

�̂�𝑖 . (24)

We assume {𝑐†
𝑖
, 𝑓 𝑗 } can be replaced by its average value. At

the high temperature paramagnetic regime < (2�̂� 𝑗 − 1) >= 0
and thus the composite fermion and itinerant electron restore
a standard commutation relation {𝑐†

𝑖
, 𝑓 𝑗 } = 0. It suggests

at high temperature we can treat the composite fermion as
conventional fermion. By Fourier transformation, the Hamil-
tonian can be written as

�̂� =
∑︁
𝑘

(
𝑐
†
𝑘

𝑓
†
𝑘

) (
𝜖𝑘 + 𝑈

2 − ` 𝑈
4

𝑈
4 0

) (
𝑐𝑘
𝑓𝑘

)
. (25)

The dispersion is given by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian

�̂�±
𝑘 =
1
2

[
Y𝑘 ±

√︂
Y2
𝑘
+ 𝑈2

4

]
. (26)

This dispersion is similar with the Hubbard-I results, with a
gap 4𝐸 = 𝑈

2 smaller than 4𝐸𝐻𝑢𝑏𝑏𝑎𝑟𝑑−𝐼 = 𝑈. This compos-
ite fermion phenomenologically suggests that the elementary
excitation of the FK model consists of the contribution of both
itinerant electron and also the composite fermion. Therefore,
it is hard to describe the many-body state in terms of a single
(Landau) quasiparticle picture. As particle number increasing
by 1, in the momentum space the correspondent many-body
state occupied a volume larger than 𝑑𝑑𝑘

(2𝜋)𝑑 .

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

A. Phase diagram at half filling

We notice the robust violation/working of the Luttinger’s
theorem for a specific coupling strength in the dopedFKmodel,
which is invariant under different doping. Therefore, the Lut-
tinger’s theorem can not only help tell NFLs from FLs in the
doped system, but also help distinguish different state under
different coupling strength at half filling, although the working
of Luttinger’s theorem is protected there by the particle-hole
symmetry. According to the order parameter in Eq. 3, the
density of state, the inverse participation ratio, and the criti-
cal coupling strength where the Luttinger’s theorem fails with
doping, the half-filling phase diagram of the FK model in the
𝑈 − 𝑇 plane can be elaborated as Fig. 7. At low temperature
the CDW state exists under any finite interaction 𝑈. At high
temperature, under strong coupling (𝑈 > 6), the FK model is
a Mott insulator with fully opened energy gap. Under weak
coupling (𝑈 < 2), the FL nature sustains. Under a moderate
coupling (2 < 𝑈 < 6), there exists finite density of state around

FIG. 7. The phase diagram of the FK model in the 𝑈 − 𝑇 plane at
half-filling situation. The low temperature regime is a CDW state
under any finite coupling. At high temperature three different states
are uncovered. Under weak coupling system sustains as a FL until
𝑈 = 2. At moderate coupling, the Anderson insulator (AI) emerges
with a crossover. Further increasing correlation leads to the MI with
full opened energy gap.

Fermi energy while the two-band structure emerges. The lo-
calization revealed by inverse participation ratio suggests an
Anderson insulator.
Note that the phase diagram is different from the previ-

ous one in Ref. 40. In Ref. 40, the whole metallic regime is
indicated as the localization state, where the Anderson insu-
lator state can be extrapolated to any finite small coupling at
thermodynamic limit. In this work, according to the critical
coupling strength where the Luttinger’s theorem is violated in
the doped FK lattice, we find that the Anderson insulator state
can be further divided into a FL state at weak coupling and a
NFL state at strong coupling. What’s more, the FL state is not
simply the effect of finite size, which can sustain to 𝑈 ∼ 2 at
thermodynamic limit.

B. A binary disordered system

Since the Anderson localization in FK model has long been
attributed to the disorder effect49, it is valuable to check the
pure effect of disorder on the working of Luttinger’s theo-
rem. We wonder whether increasing the strength of disorder
will leads to the disappearance of quasiparticle. Since the
doped FK model possesses robust rigid two-band structure
at strong coupling, some connection may exist between the
robust violation of the Luttinger’s theorem and the robust two-
band structure, which also corresponds to the singularity of
Green’s function at high energy regime50. However, we won-
der whether the origin of band splitting is also important. To
this end, it is necessary to study a disordered system, which
could induce a two-band structure at the absence of interac-
tion. Thus, in this section, we construct a Hamiltonian with
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FIG. 8. (a-c) Density of state under different coupling/disorder
strength at 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3 at high temperature 𝑇 = 0.2. The density of
state of the FK model is denoted by the blue line, and the binary
disordered system is denoted by the red line. (d) In FK model the en-
ergy gap is opened under small interaction 𝑈 = 1 at low temperature
𝑇 = 0.01. This opened gap can easily be erased by either thermal
fluctuation or doping holes.

interaction replaced by discrete binary disorder to study the
Luttinger’s theorem in a two-band system, which is written as:

�̂� = −𝑡
∑︁
𝑖, 𝑗

𝑐
†
𝑖
𝑐 𝑗 − (`𝑖 − `0)

∑︁
𝑖

�̂�𝑖 . (27)

Different from the FK model, where ` is fixed during a Monte
Carlo simulation, in this disordered system chemical potential
is composed by two part and the binary disorder is introduced
by `𝑖 . For each site 𝑖, `𝑖 is randomly taken as `𝑖 = ±𝑈disorder.
`0 instead is a fixed number in Monte Carlo simulation and it
is used to tuning the particle density.
We show the density of state at 𝑛𝑐 = 0.3 for this disordered

system (red line) with different disorder strength in Fig. 8(a-c)
and compare it with the FK model (blue line). It turns out that
when |`𝑖 | = 𝑈𝐹𝐾 , `0 = `𝐹𝐾 − 𝑈𝐹𝐾

2 , the spectral function
of the FK model agrees with the disordered system perfectly
with varying coupling/disorder strength 𝑈. Even the location
of pseudo gap is in accordance with each other. At small
coupling/disorder strength (𝑈 = 1), only one quasiparticle
peak exists and it is the same with the free electron situation.
Under amoderate coupling strength (2 < 𝑈 < 6), the two-peak
structure emerges while the gap is still not fully opened. Finite
density of state around the Fermi energy and the two-peak
structure leads to the localization of the FK/disordered system.
This region is referred to as the Anderson insulator. Increasing
coupling/disorder strength makes the gap fully opened, and the
scale can be tuned by the magnitude of𝑈.

As shown in Fig .9, we further demonstrate the Luttinger
integral in the disordered system, as a function of disor-
der strength and the particle density. We study the work-
ing/violation of the Luttinger’s theorem and the evolution of
spectral function at different parameter, to confirm the role
that band structure plays in the violation of the Luttinger’s
theorem. As shown in Fig .8a, when the one-band structure
sustains (𝑈 = 1), the Luttinger’s theorem works well where
the Fermi surface enclosing a volume consistent with the par-
ticle density 𝑛𝑐 (see Fig. 9). Increasing the disorder (𝑈 = 4)
opens an energy gap 4𝐸 ∼ 𝑈 in the middle of the spectrum
and introduces the deviation of Luttinger integral, suggesting
a deformed Fermi surface with larger enclosed volume. Note
that at 𝑈 = 4 the FK model is in the Anderson insulator state,
where the gap is not fully opened. It indicates that the violation
of the Luttinger’s theorem is directly caused by the two-peak
structure, i.e, by the singularities of the self-energy at both
high and low frequencies, rather than by the fully opened Mott
gap. Further increasing the disorder (𝑈 = 10) leads to greater
deviation and finally accesses to the Mott insulator at half
filling.
The Luttinger integral in Fig. 9 is similar with the FK one

shown in Fig. 5. In both FK model and the disordered system,
the working of Luttinger’s theorem depends on the band struc-
ture. We want to emphasize that if the Anderson localization
is introduced by the Gaussian-type disorder instead of this dis-
crete disorder, the Luttinger’s theorem will not be violated due
to the absence of two-band structure. Therefore, we conclude
the NFL nature is not caused by localization.
As a function of particle density, the behavior of Luttinger

integral is associated closely with the characters of the spec-
trum function, e.g., another singularity around the pseudo gap.
In both𝑈 = 10 and𝑈 = 4 situations, the Luttinger integral dis-
plays a linear dependence of particle density when 𝑛𝑐 < 0.25,
where 𝑛𝑐 = 0.25 is correspondent to the filling around pseudo
gap.

C. Some discussions

We note that previous analytical studies have demonstrated
that two-band structure of the Hubbard and related models
guarantees a violation of the Luttinger’s theorem, where the
violation stems from the zeros of the single-particle Green
functionwhich arises from the separation of scales of the upper
and lower Hubbard bands51–53. Actually, the proof is also
available for the FKmodel. In theMott insulator state, at Fermi
energy the self-energy diverges at 𝜖𝑘 = 0 in the momentum
space, leading to the zeros of the single-particleGreen function
and a fully opened gap. The divergence of self-energy makes
Luttinger-Ward functional ill-defined. Slightly doping away
from the half-filling situation, the Luttinger integral counts the
zeros instead of poles as the particle density. As we know,
the zeros in momentum space corresponds to the Luttinger
surface. At half filling, the Luttinger surface just locates at the
Fermi surface of a half-filling free system. In fact, with any
finite doping, in the FK model the Luttinger surface always
exists at a specific energy (𝜔 = `). However, when doping
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FIG. 9. Luttinger integral (IL) versus density of electron 𝑛𝑐 at𝑇 = 0.2.
It displays the violation of the Luttinger’s theorem in the binary-
disordered system. Within a weak disorder (𝑈disorder = 1,𝑈disorder =
2), system behaves as a general FL, where the electron density is in
accordance with the Luttinger’s theorem. Within stronger disorder
(𝑈disorder = 4), the doped Anderson insulator show the NFL nature,
where the proportion enclosed by Fermi surface deviates from the
density of electrons for most doping regime. Further increasing
disorder strength leads to a stronger deviation (𝑈disorder = 10).

driven the FK model crossover from the Mott insulator to the
NFL-I, the energy scale 𝜔 = ` is too high to dominate the
physics. In the NFL-I, strange metal, and NFL-II, the Fermi
surface instead emerges around Fermi energy.
The previous study based on cluster dynamical mean field

theory suggests that the FK model is never a strict Landau
FL even at weak coupling situation (𝑈/𝑡 ∼ 0.5)54. However,
our work indicates that the Luttinger’s theorem is working
perfectly at 𝑈/𝑡 = 1 as shown in the Fig. 4, which instead
is a clear signal for the presence of quasiparticle. The dis-
agreement originates from the fact that the NFLs we discussed
here are embedded in high temperature paramagnetic regime,
where the effect of thermal fluctuation plays an important role.
Actually, as shown in Fig .8d, CDW ground state of the FK
model is robust for any finite𝑈, in which the interaction splits
the energy band and leads to fully opened gap. However, dif-
ferent from the real NFLs, this two-band structure is not robust,
which can be simply destroyed by either thermal fluctuation
or doping holes. Therefore, only conventional FL is revealed
under weak coupling. Only if the coupling strength is larger
than the critical value 𝑈𝑐 (𝑈𝑐 = 2) can the energy gap sustain
under thermal fluctuation and doping.

D. Conclusion

In this paper, with unbiased Monte Carlo simulation, we
reveal an unambiguously violation of the Luttinger’s theo-
rem in the doped FK model. Under strong coupling, doping
holes in the half-filling FK lattice leads to a Mott insulator-
metal transition. Intriguingly, the NFL nature is robust under
strong coupling at any finite doping. As shown in the Fig. 1,
at high-temperature regime three different NFLs are revealed.
Empirically, we used to distinguish the NFL features by uncon-
ventional transport and thermodynamic properties, such as the
linear-𝑇 resistivity and logarithm dependence of heat capacity
coefficient in the strange metal state. Although demonstrat-
ing various thermodynamical and transport behaviors, their
NFL-like nature do originate from a common ground in spec-
trum. Here, with the Luttinger’s theorem, we demonstrate
the deformation of Fermi surface in the NFLs is associated
with the transfer of spectral weight. After reliable numerical
simulation, we try to analytically access to the violation of
the Luttinger’s theorem. With the Hubbard-I approximation
approach where we have solved the EOM to the second order,
the violation of the Luttinger’s theorem is reproduced quan-
titatively. To provide a more intuitive picture, we construct
the composite fermion. It turns out the excitation in the FK
model is mixed of the itinerant electron and the composite
fermion, which cannot simply described by elementary exci-
tation formalism of a specific particle. Considering the lack
of quasiparticle, the breakdown of FL paradigm is predictable.
Finally, a binary disordered model is constructed to discuss
the connection between the violation of Luttinger’s theorem
and the feature of spectrum. This disordered system can cover
the density of states in FK model perfectly. In such a differ-
ent model which emphasizes the disorder effect rather than
interaction, the two-band structure can also deform the Fermi
surface directly. As a conclusion, the violation of Luttinger’s
theorem in the doped Mott insulator is directly connected to
the two-band structure, where the change of statistics can be
taken as the key feature of NFLs underlying unconventional
phenomena.
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