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Abstract

W e study the problem ofdielectric response in the strong coupling regim e ofa charge transfer

insulator. The frequency and wave num berdependence ofthe dielectric function "(q;!) and its

inverse"� 1(q;!)isthem ain objectofconsideration.W eshow thattheproblem ,in general,cannot

bereduced to a calculation within the Hubbard m odel,which takesinto accountonly a restricted

num berofelectronic states nearthe Ferm ienergy. The contribution ofthe restofthe system to

the longitudinalresponse (i.e. to "� 1(q;!))isessentialforthe whole frequency range. W ith the

use ofthe spectralrepresentation ofthe two-particle G reen’sfunction we show thatthe problem

m ay be divided into two parts: into the contributionsofthe weakly correlated and the Hubbard

subsystem s. Forthe latterwe propose an approach thatstartsfrom the correlated param agnetic

ground state with strong antiferrom agnetic uctuations. W e obtain a set ofcoupled equations

ofm otion for the two-particle G reen’s function that m ay be solved by m eans ofthe projection

technique.Thesolution isexpressed by a two particlebasisthatincludestheexcitonicstateswith

electron and holeseparated atvariousdistances.W eapply ourm ethod to them ultiband Hubbard

(Em ery)m odelthatdescribeslayered cuprates. W e show thatstrongly dispersive branchesexist

in the excitonic spectrum ofthe ’m inim al’Em ery m odel(1=Ud = Up = tpp = 0)and considerthe

dependenceofthespectrum on �niteoxygen hoppingtpp and on-siterepulsion Up.Therelationship

ofourcalculationsto electron energy lossspectroscopy isdiscussed.

PACS num bers:71.35.-y,71.27.+ a,79.20.Uv,74.72.-h
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The im portance ofm any body e�ects for the description ofdielectric response ofin-

sulating solids is generally accepted. In the neighborhood ofthe fundam entalabsorption

threshold bound exciton linesand continuum excitonsdrastically changethespectrum .Re-

cently it has been realized that the excitons in charge-transfer insulators (CTI) possess

unusualfeaturesconnected with the strongly correlated characterofthe antiferrom agnetic

(AFM )ground statein these com pounds.Them ostpronounced peculiarity consistsin the

existence ofexciton branches with substantially largerdispersion com pared with the one-

particleexcitations.1,2 Thisbehaviorhasa form alanalogy with thatoftheFrenkelexciton3

thatacquiresa �nitee�ectivem assalthough both,electron and hole,havein�nitem asses,4

butin CTIithasa com pletely di�erentorigin.

The experim entaltechnique suitable forthe observation ofthe exciton dispersion isthe

electron energy lossspectroscopy (EELS).5 W hatisactuallym easured in transm ission EELS

experim entsisthepartialcrosssection6,7 thatm ay bedecom posed into an am plitudefactor

and a dynam icstructurefactor

d2�

d
dE
=

4

(a0)
2q4

S(q;!):

Thedynam icstructurefactorcharacterizesthelinearresponseofthewholeelectronicsystem

on longitudinalelectric�eldswith them om entum q and frequency ! (theioniccontribution

m ay beneglected fortheconsidered frequency rangeoftheorderofseveraleV).Pronounced

peaksin S(q;!)arecalled excitons.8 They m ay correspond todiscretelinesin theexcitation

spectrum ofthesolid orto resonancesin thecontinuum partofthespectrum .

Forthe theoreticaldescription ofexcitonic featuresin conventionalsem iconductorsand

insulators the following schem e is used (The key references are Refs.4,9,10,11,12). First,

the quasiparticle excitation spectrum isfound em pirically4,9,12 orfrom �rstprinciples.10,11

Itisessentialthatthespectrum oftheN -electron system consistsm ainly ofa continuum of

electron-hole pairswhose electron orhole quasiparticle excitationsare close to eigenstates

ofthe (N + 1)-or(N � 1)-electron system ,respectively,with de�nite quasim om enta and

energy.13 Thequasiparticlespectrum isusually obtained from theself-consistent-�eld (SCF)

approach. Next,the electron-hole interaction istaken into account. Then the problem for

two quasi-particlesinteracting via them edium issolved.Itiscrucialthattheground state
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m ay beviewed asan occupied valenceband thatisseparated from the�rstexcited stateby

an energy gap.

FortheCTItheaboveschem eshould berevised beginning from the�rststep.TheCTI

hasan odd num berofelectronsperform ula unit.Thatiswhy theSCF calculationsusually

givea m etallicground statefortheCTIand a gaplessexcitation spectrum .M oreelaborate

SCF m ethods like the unrestricted Hartree-Fock m ethod or its m odern version LDA+U

predictan AFM long-rangeorderin theground stateand a gap in theexcitation spectrum .

Nevertheless,the nature ofexcitations and the ground state uctuations are not caught

by these approaches. Let us recallthat any CTI rem ains insulating and shows excitonic

featuresin opticsand EELS spectra above the N�eeltem perature,i.e.in the param agnetic

state (with short-range AFM correlations). For strongly correlated system s the electron-

electroninteractionshouldbetakenintoaccountbeyondthem ean-�eldlevel.Thisispossible

within thefram ework ofHubbard-likem odelsin therestricted subspaceoforbitalscloseto

theFerm ilevel.

The description ofexciton physicsin CTIispossible within the fram ework ofone-band

m odels,14,15,16,17 butm oredetailed and realisticinform ation m ay only beobtained from the

m ultiband Hubbard (Em ery)m odelthatexplicitly includesligand ion degreesoffreedom .

Forquasi-one-dim ensionalcuprates the Em ery m odelwasconsidered in Refs.18,19,20,21.

Thephenom enon ofspin-chargeseparation thatischaracteristictoonedim ension introduces

a speci�c physics into the exciton form ation. The m obility ofa single electron orhole in

1D isnotsuppressed by spin correlationsand theexciton dispersion iscom parablewith the

one-particledispersion.

In quasi-two-dim ensionalcupratesthesituation isdi�erent.DuetoAFM correlationsthe

bandwidth oftheone-particlem otion isoftheorderoftheAFM exchangeintegralJ which

isconsiderably sm allerthan the bare hopping t,and the exciton dispersion isofthe order

oft.TheauthorsofRef.22 proposed a qualitativephysicalexplanation ofthelargeexciton

dispersion in layered cuprates:thepropagation ofan electron-holepairdoesnotdisturb the

AFM background,in contrastto them otion ofa singleelectron orhole.Unfortunately,the

calculationsofRef.22 do notsupportthisidea sincethey giveno dispersion in theabsence

ofoxygen on-siteCoulom b repulsion Up and directO-O hopping tpp,which wasalso pointed

outin Ref.18.One should expecta qualitative description ofthe EELS spectra1,2 already

forthe’m inim al’version oftheEm ery m odel(1=Ud = Up = tpp = 0)which can bere�ned by
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taking into accountadditionalparam eterslike e.g.tpp orUp. On the contrary,the authors

ofRef.22 had to assum equiteunrealisticparam etervaluesto �ttheexperim entalspectra.

In thispaperweoutlinean approach to calculatethelongitudinaland thetransversedi-

electricresponse(Section II)forCTIwithin thefram ework ofthem ultiband Hubbard m odel

(Section III).Introducingan analogy toW annier’sexcitonicrepresentation23 weobtain aset

ofcoupled equationsofm otion forthetwo-particleGreen’sfunction thatm ay besolved by

m eansoftheprojection technique24 (Section IV).Itissubstantialthatthem ethod allowsa

system atic im provem entofapproxim ations.In orderto retain only theessentialproperties

ofCTI we �rst consider the ’m inim al’version ofthe Em ery m odeldescribing the CuO 2

planeofhigh-Tc superconductorsand theirparentcom pounds.Them odelreectsthem ain

featuresofCTI:theexistenceoftwokindsofstates-strongly correlated ’copper’stateswith

the prohibition ofdouble occupancy and uncorrelated ’oxygen’states;the undoped plane

hasoneholeperunitcell,and isa quantum two-dim ensionalAFM insulatorpossessing no

long-rangeorderatany �nitetem perature;thechargeexcitation correspondstothetransfer

ofa hole from copper to the adjacent oxygen site. In Section V,we discuss the solution

ofourequationswithin the sm allexciton basisand itsdependence on variousparam eters

ofthe extended Em ery m odel. W e obtain an appreciable exciton dispersion and a rough,

qualitativeagreem entwith theexperim entalspectra already within the’m inim al’version of

theEm ery m odel.

II. D EN SIT Y -D EN SIT Y C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N

Thedynam icstructurefactorisrelated to thedensity-density correlation function

S(q;!)�
1

2�N

Z 1

� 1

dte� {!tĥnq(t)̂n� q(0)i=
1

�

1

exp(� �!)� 1
Im N q(!); (1)

where

n̂q =
1

p
N

X

r;s

exp(� {qr)
�

a
y
r;sar;s �

D

a
y
r;sar;s

E�

(2)

istheelectronicdensity operatorin thelocalized basis,thesum m ation runsoveralllattice

sitesr and orbitalsortss ;h:::im eansthetherm odynam ic average.For�! � 1 wehave

S(q;!)� �
1

�
Im N (q;!);
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where

N (q;!)� hĥnqĵn� qii= � i

Z
1

0

dte� {!th[̂nq(t);̂n� q(0)]i (3)

istheretarded Green’sfunction thatde�nestheinverse dielectric function

"
� 1(q;!)= 1+

4�e2

vcq
2
N (q;!); (4)

with vc being the volum e ofthe unitcell,and e isthe electronic charge. W e neglecthere

the local�eld e�ects(coupling with the Fouriercom ponentswith q 0 = q + G ,G being a

reciprocallatticevector).Thefunction N (q;!)describestheresponsetotheunscreenedex-

ternalpotential.Itrequeststheaccountofthem acroscopicelectric�eld,i.e.thelong-range

partoftheCoulom b interaction.Thelatterisresponsibleforthesplitting into longitudinal

and transverseexcitonsforsm allwave num berwhich isanalogousto thesplitting into lon-

gitudinaland transverse opticalphonons.9 The response to the total,screened potentialis

given by25

N s(q;!)= "(q;!)N (q;!); (5)

then

"(q;!)= 1�
4�e2

vcq
2
N s(q;!): (6)

In the diagram m atic language the linear response to the total�eld m ay be expressed by

thepolarization operatorwhereonly irreduciblegraphs(which do notcontain thecontribu-

tion ofthem acroscopic electric �eld)should be taken into account.26,27 The random -phase

approxim ation resultsin

N (q;!)=
N s(q;!)

1� 4�e2

vcq
2
N s(q;!)

(7)

which followsfrom (5)and (4)and which isexactforq! 0,asitwasshown in Ref.26.

The construction ofHubbard-like m odels for strongly correlated system s has an input

from LDA band structure calculations where the screening ofthe long-range part ofthe

Coulom b interaction is already taken into account. The Hubbard term s arise from the

short-range residualinteraction. Thus,the density response function N H (q;!)calculated

within the Hubbard m odelisan approxim ation to N s(q;!).
14 In otherwords,itdescribes

them otion oftransverse(or’m echanical’by Agranovich’s28 term inology)excitons.

Using thespectralrepresentation wem ay write

N s(q;z)=

Z
1

0

�

�
1

�
Im N s(q;!

0)

�
2!0d!0

z2 � !02
=

Z
!0

0

+

Z
1

!0

= N H (q;z)+ N 1 (q;z): (8)
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Herewebearin m ind thattheHubbard m odelcontributestotransitionsin thelow frequency

region ! < !0 with !0 ofthe orderofthe bandwidth,and the electronsofthe restofthe

solid are excited only at higher energies. In zero approxim ation we m ay assum e that in

the frequency region ! > !0 the electronic polarization ofthe rest ofthe solid follows

im m ediately theexternal�eld

N 1 (q;z)� N1 (q;0):

Inotherwords,theHubbardm odelisem bedded intothem edium withdielectricperm eability

"1 (q)= 1�
4�e2

vcq
2
N 1 (q;0):

In fact,"1 m ay hasitsown dispersion and m ay be quite anisotropic forlayered orquasi-

one-dim ensionalcom pound.In principle,itshould betaken from e.g.LDA calculations(we

have assum ed thatthe restofsolid isuncorrelated)orfrom experim ent. Itisobviousthat

thepeak positionsofthelossfunction

L(q;!)� � Im
h

"
� 1(q;!)

i

(9)

and their intensity strongly depend on the value of"1 (q). Usually one neglects the q-

dependenceand theanisotropyof"1 ,butitisacrudeapproxim ation,aswellasanotherone

which assum es"(q;0)= const(seethediscussion in Sec.V).Fora quantitativedescription

ofEELS experim entsthedetailed knowledgeof"1 (q)isnecessary.Then thetotaldielectric

function is

"(q;!)= "1 �
4�e2

vcq
2
N H (q;!)� "1 "H (10)

and itsinverse

"
� 1(q;!)= "

� 1
1 "

� 1
H :

Forthedielectricfunction oftheHubbard m odel"H theusualsum ruleholds

Z 1

0

!Im "H (q;!)d! = �

Z 1

0

!Im "� 1H (q;!)d! =
�

2

4�e2

"1 vcq
2

Dhh

n̂q;Ĥ H

i

;̂n� q

iE

;

where Ĥ H isthe Hubbard m odelHam iltonian and the operator n̂q actsin the subspace of

orbitals which enter into Ĥ H (i.e.the sum m ation over s in Eq.(2) is restricted to these

orbitals).Then forthetotaldielectric function approxim ated by Eq.(10)wehave

�

Z 1

0

!Im "� 1(q;!)d! =
�

2

4�e2

"21 vcq
2

Dhh

n̂q;Ĥ H

i

;̂n� q

iE

=
1

"21

Z 1

0

!Im "(q;!)d!: (11)

Thefactor1="21 arisesdueto theneglectofthefrequency dependence of"1 .
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III. M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N A N D D EN SIT Y O P ER AT O R

Aswehavem entioned in theIntroduction,weconsiderthe’m inim al’Em ery m odelthat

exhibitsthe essentialpropertiesoflayered cuprates(1=Ud = Up = tpp = 0).Then the total

Ham iltonian in holenotation reads

Ĥ H = Ĥ 0 + V̂ ; (12)

where

Ĥ 0 = �
X

r;

�pyr;�pr;; V̂ = t
X

R ;�;

�

�p
y

R + a� ;
�Z
0

R + �Z
0

R �pR + a� ;

�

;

and wheretheFerm ioperator �pr; annihilatesa holeatsiter oftheoxygen sublatticewith

spin projection index ,theHubbard projection operator �Z
0

R = �dR (1� nR �)annihilatesa

holewith spin index on asinglyoccupiedcoppersite,where �dR  isthecorrespondingFerm i

operator. The double occupancy ofcopper sites is thus excluded from (12). Ĥ 0 includes

theon-siteenergies(� = �p � �d;�d istaken aszero ofenergy),V̂ isthep-d hybridization,

�= x;� x;y;� y characterizesthedirection ofanearest-neighborvectora;thephasefactors

in V̂ are absorbed into the de�nition ofthe operators �pr;�;�Z
0

R ,they do not change the

exciton dispersion.

Taking the lim it Ud=� ! 1 considerably sim pli�es the consideration and is a good

approxim ation forweakly doped com poundsin a wide range ofvaluesUd=� > 2 (see e.g.

Ref.29). The conditions Up = tpp = 0 are introduced for sim plicity and m ay be easily

relaxed (see Appendix),then the Hubbard on-site term forp-orbitalsand the direct O-O

hopping oftheform t̂pp = � tpp
P

hi;ji; �p
y
ri;

�prj; isadded to Ĥ 0 .

Itiswellknown thattheHam iltonian(12)hasaninsulatinggroundstateandisequivalent

to the nearest-neighbor AFM Heisenberg m odelin the low-energy region. It m eans that

charge uctuations in V̂ are strongly suppressed and that holes are localized. This fact

becom esm oreapparentifwem akea canonicaltransform ation ofoperatorsoftheform

Â eff = exp(� Ŝ)Â exp(Ŝ)= Â +
h

Â;Ŝ
i

+ � � � ;

where

Ŝ = �
t

�

X

R ;�= � x;� y;

�

p
y

R + a� ;
Z
0

R � Z
0

R pR + a� ;

�

:

Then Ĥ H becom es
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Ĥ eff � Ĥ 0 � 4�
X

R ;

Z


R + �
X

R ;�1;�2;

p
y

R + a�1;1
pR + a�2;2

�

Z
00

R �12 + Z
2;1
R

�

� �
X

R ;�;1

Z
10

R + g�
Z
01
R + Ĵs ; (13)

(see also Ref.30 for the notation). Here p and Z m ean transform ed operators, Ĵs is the

AFM copper-coppersuperexchangeinteraction,g pointstoneighboringcoppersites.Strictly

speaking,theHam iltonian (13)isobtained underthecondition t=�� 1,and itsparam eters

are� = t2=� and theAFM exchangeJ / t4=� 3.Nevertheless,itm ay beapplied in a wider

ranget=�< 1 with renorm alized valuesof� and J.

Theadvantageofusingthee�ectiveHam iltonian (13)instead ofthebareone(12)consists

in excludingirrelevantzero-pointchargeuctuations.Then thecouplingofcarrierswith spin

uctuations thatgoverns the low-energy physics ofCTIbecom es apparent. Itisessential

thatthee�ectiveHam iltonian (13)doesnotcontain transitionsbetween p-and Z-states,in

otherwords,itnevercreatesa particle-hole state outofthe dielectric state. In thissense

it resem bles the starting Ham iltonian for the transverse exciton m otion in conventional

insulators.Thisallowsto introducean analog ofW annier’sexcitonicrepresentation forthe

description oftheelectron-holepairdynam ics.

Thebaredensity operator

n̂q =
1

p
N

2

4
X

R ;�

exp(� {qR )
�
�Z ��
R �

D
�Z ��
R

E�

+
X

s

exp(� {qs)
�

�pys;��ps;� �
D

�pys;��ps;�

E�
3

5 ; (14)

(srunsoverO sublattice)istransform ed to

n̂q =
1

p
N

8
<

:

X

R ;�

exp(� {qR )

2

4Z
��
R +

t

�

X

�= � x;� y

�

p
y

R + a� ;�
Z
0�
R + Z

�0
R pR + a� ;�

�
3

5 + (15)

X

R ;�= + x;+ y

exp[� {q(R + a)]

�

p
y

R + a� ;�
pR + a� ;� �

t

�

h�

Z
�0
R + Z

�0
R + 2a�

�

pR + a� ;� + h:c:
i�
9
=

;
:

Notethatin the second line of(15)(in thesum overtheoxygen sublattice)a� liesonly in

thesam ecellasR .Collecting theterm ssurrounding a Cu site,wehave

n̂q = ~nq +
1

p
N

t

�

X

R ;�

exp(� {qR )
X

�= � x;� y

�

p
y

R + a� ;�
Z
0�
R + Z

�0
R pR + a� ;�

�

(1� exp(� {qa�))

= ~nq +
1

p
N

t

�

X

R

exp(� {qR )
X

�= � x;� y

�

 
y

R ;a�
+  R ;a�

�

(1� exp(� {qa�)); (16)
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wheretheoperator

 R ;� �
X



Z
;0

R pR + a� ; (17)

annihilatesan electron-holepairwith m inim aldistance,and

~nq �
1

p
N

2

4
X

R ;�

exp(� {qR )
�

Z
��
R �

D
�Z ��
R

E�

+
X

s

exp(� {qs)
�

p
y
s;�ps;� �

D

�pys;��ps;�

E�
3

5 : (18)

Aswehavem entioned above,thee�ectiveHam iltonian(13)conservesthenum berofparticles

in every band.Therefore ~nq = 0 givesno contribution to N H .Having theoperator(16)we

m ay proceed with thecalculation ofthedensity-density responsefunction (3).

IV . ELEC T R O N -H O LE PA IR D Y N A M IC S

Theproblem ofthedielectricfunction (10)calculation isthusreduced to thecalculation

ofthetwo-particleGreen’sfunction

N H (q;!)=
DD

�q + �
y
� qj�

y
q + �� q

EE

!
=

DD

�qj�
y
q

EE

!
+
DD

�� qj�
y
� q

EE

� !
(19)

where

�q �
t

�

X

�

(1� exp(� {qa�)) q;�; q;� =
1

p
N

X

R

exp(� {qR ) R �; (20)

and where we used again theconservation ofparticle num bersin theelectron and thehole

subsystem thatexcludesanom alousGreen’sfunctionslikehh�qj�qii!.

Theequation ofm otion

!
DD

�qj�
y
q

EE

!
=

Dh

�q;�
y
q

iE

+
DDh

�q;Ĥ eff

i

j�y
q

EE

!
(21)

generatesm orecom plex operators

�R ;�;� =
X

1;2

Z
12
R + g�

Z
2;0

R pR + g� + a�;1
; (22)

which annihilate stateswith an increasing separation between electron and hole,accom pa-

nied by spin uctuations.Thesetofequationsofm otion willgeneratestatescorresponding

to electronsand holesthatare m ore and m ore separated and dressed by spin uctuations.

Thesestatesform asetsim ilartotheexcitonicrepresentation forconventionalinsulators.4,9,23

Thecom plication thatarisesin CTIconsistsin thestrong interaction ofboth electron and

holewith AFM uctuations.Thee�ectofthisinteraction leadsto a strong renorm alization

10



oftheone-particlebandwidth,butitispartiallycanceled when electron and holefollow each

other.

Thesetofcoupled equations(21)m ay beapproxim ately solved by m eansoftheprojec-

tion technique. W e choose an operatorbasisB q;i and the de�nition ofthe scalarproduct

h
h

B q;i;B
y

q;j

i

i. W ithin the operatorsubspace spanned by this basis we are looking forthe

approxim atesolution oftheeigenvalueproblem

h

	 q;Ĥ
i

= E q	 q ; 	 q =
X

i

ci(q)B q;i: (23)

Thisleads,asusualfora non orthonorm albasis,to thegeneralized eigenvalueproblem

X

i

ci(q)Li;j(q)= E
X

i

ci(q)Sij(q) (24)

whereoverlap and Liouvillean m atrices

Sij � h
h

B i;B
y

j

i

i= hB i;B
y

ji; Lij � h
hh

B i;Ĥ
i

;B
y

j

i

i= h[B i;Ĥ ];B
y

ji (25)

depend only on spin-spin correlation functions forthe system withoutelectron-hole pairs,

which isequivalentto theHeisenberg antiferrom agnet.Thecorrelation functionsm ay thus

becalculated from theHeisenberg m odel.

Thesystem (24)m ay besolved num erically.Then we�nd theeigenvectors

	 �
q =

X

i

c
�
i(q)B q;i; (26)

where�isthenum berofthebranch in thespectrum .In orderto calculateN H (q;!)within

ourbasis,weshould expand

�q =
X

�

g
�(q)	 �

q : (27)

Then oneobtains

DD

�qj�
y
q

EE

!
=

X

�

�
�
�g
�(q)

�
�
�
2
��

	 �
qj
�

	 �
q

�y
��

!

=
X

�

�
�
�g
�(q)

�
�
�
2 �

! � E
�
q

�� 1
; (28)

with
�
�
�g
�(q)

�
�
�
2

=

�
t

�

�2
�
�
�
�
�
�

X

i;�

c
�
i(q)Si� [1� exp({qa�)]

�
�
�
�
�
�

2

; (29)

and �nally

"(q;!)= "1 �
4�2e2

vcq
2

X

�

�
�
�g
�(q)

�
�
�
2
��

! � E
�
q

�� 1
�

�

! + E
�
q

�� 1
�

: (30)

Letusnotethattheprojection technique allowsto im prove thechosen approxim ation step

by step by enlarging thebasisset.
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V . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

W ehaverestricted ourselfto them inim albasisthatdescribestheelectron-holepairwith

m inim aldistance. The basis contains operators (17) and (22) with � = � �. Then the

problem (23)hasthe dim ension 8� 8. The overlap and Liouvillean m atricesare given in

the Appendix. Spin-spin correlation functions were taken from the spherically sym m etric

treatm entofanS=1/2HeisenbergAFM m odelonthesquarelattice.31 Foralow tem perature

T = 0:1J and a vanishing frustration param eter p = 0:01 they have the following values
D

ŜR �ŜR + g

E

= � 0:33,
D

ŜR �ŜR + gx+ gy

E

= 0:20;
D

ŜR �ŜR + 2g

E

= 0:17. For the on-site

energy di�erenceand p-d hopping wetook thevalues�= 3:6 eV and t= 1:3 eV,which are

characteristicto allcuprates.

Fig.1 shows the dispersion ofthe im aginary part ofthe dielectric function "2(q;!) �

Im "(q;!). The oxygen on-site repulsion and the O-O hopping were neglected. W e see

strongly dispersive branchesboth in the[110]and in the[100]direction.

Aswehavem entioned above,thecom parison with theEELS experim entm ay haveonly

qualitative character without a detailed knowledge ofthe background dielectric constant

"1 (q).Fig.2 showsthegraphsforthelossfunction (m ultiplied by ["1 (0)]
2
in ordertohave

approxim ately thesam enorm alization as"2(q;!)according to (11))undertheassum ption

that22

"(q;! = 0)� "(q = 0;! = 0)= 4:83: (31)

Then the value of"1 was obtained from Eq.(30). In this case the dispersion in the loss

function reproducesessentially the dispersion in "(q;!). The peaksare slightly shifted to

higherenergies.In fact,theassum ption (31)im pliesthatthedispersion ofN 1 (q;!)should

follow thedispersion ofN H (q;!)in such a way that

"(q;! = 0)= 1�
4�e2

vcq
2
[N H (q;0)+ N 1 (q;0)]= const

asitfollowsfrom (8)and (6).

In general,theinterplay ofN H (q;!)and N 1 (q;!)should bem orecom plex.In orderto

dem onstrate the strong dependence on the value of"1 ,we plotin Fig.3 the sam e graph

assum ing a constantvalue"1 = 2 forallq.W eseea qualitativedi�erence with Fig.2 and

wem ay concludethatthedependenceofthelossfunction on "1 isnontrivial.Forquasi-one

dim ensionalcom poundsa largevaluesof"1 � 8 wastaken in Refs.19,20.Thism eansthat
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therestofthesolid strongly screensthelong-rangepartoftheCoulom b interaction between

electronsthatentertheHubbard m odel.Forthissituation thepolesof"(q;!)arevery close

to thepolesof"� 1(q;!)and theshapeofthelossfunction iscloseto theshapeof"2(q;!).

Notealso thatalways"(q;0)> "1 asfollowsfrom Eq.(10),(30)and with "1 = 8 onewill

receive unrealistically large"(q;0).

Letusnow show som eexam plesforthedependence ofthedielectricfunction on various

param eters ofthe m odel. For the reasons outlined above,from now on we consider only

�guresfor"2(q;!).Asitwasm entioned in Section III,them odel(12)m ay begeneralized in

ordertoincludea�niteHubbard repulsion Up on theoxygen siteand adirectoxygen-oxygen

hopping tpp.

The dependence on tpp isnotvery strong fortpp < �. Letusrecallthatthe addition of

the O-O hopping to the Ham iltonian (13)within the param eterrangetpp = (0:3� 0:4)� is

essentialto describe correctly the angle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy (ARPES) of

layered cuprates.30,32 Fig.4shows"2(q;!)fortpp = 0:4� ,and Up = 0.W eseethatthem ain

di�erence to Fig.1 consists in the redistribution ofspectralweight between the di�erent

branchesofthespectrum .

Thespectrum dem onstratesa m uch strongerdependence on Up.Fig.5 displays"2(q;!)

forUp = 4 eV.W e have an alm ostvanishing dispersion ofthe lowerbranches. Letuspay

attention to thefactthatUp doesnota�ectthesingle holem otion.Dueto thatreason its

value isexperim entally notwellestablished. Ourresultsshow thatthe dielectric function

dispersion isvery sensitive to thisparam eter.

Now letusdiscussaveryim portantpeculiarityofour�gures,nam elytheabsoluteposition

oftheintensive peaksin thespectrum of"2(q;!).Atthe � point(q = (0;0))we have one

peak with theenergy E � = �+ 4� � 5:5 eV.Letusestim ate theedgeoftheelectron-hole

continuum . Itcorrespondsto the energy thatisneeded forthe excitation ofelectron and

holewhich areindependenton each other.Theoperatorthatannihilatessuch a stateis

	 e� h
q = ek+ qh� k;

h

	 e� h
q ;Ĥ eff

i

= (�ek+ q + �
h
� k)	

e� h
q ;

where�ek = � (� 4�� �
t� J
k )correspondstotheenergy ofasingle’electron’quasiparticle,that

willbea com plex spin-polaron corresponding to thecoherentm otion in theso called t� J

m odel,which describes the Z subsystem in (13)in the absence ofholes (with tt� J = �).

�hk = �� �sk istheenergy ofthecoherentm otion oftheZhang-Ricesinglet,dressed by spin
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uctuations.Them inim alenergy thatoneneedsto excitesuch a pairis

E
e� h
m in � �� �

s
m in �

�

� 4�� �
t� J
m in

�

� �� 2:2� � 2:6 eV :

Here we have taken into accountthatthe m inim um ofthe spectrum in the t� J m odelis

�
t� J
m in � � 2� and thattheZhang-Ricesingletenergy is�sm in � � 4:2�.30 Thisresultindicates

thatforlayered cupratestheexcitonicfeatureisim m ersed into theelectron-holecontinuum

and representsaresonanceratherthan adiscretelevel.Ofcourse,forthethe�nalconclusion

m oredetailed calculationsshould beperform ed within an enlarged basisset.

Sum m arizingthecalculated spectrawem aystatearough,qualitative,agreem entwiththe

experim entalcurves1,2 already within the ’m inim al’version ofthe Em ery m odeland using

a m inim albasis set (Figs.1-3). One m ay note a rem arkable inuence ofthe background

dielectric function "1 (Figs.2 and 3).W efound thatadditionalparam eterslike e.g.tpp or

Up act in di�erent ways. That m ight im prove a future param eter �t ofthe experim ental

curves.Butthepresentaccuracy isnotsu�cientfora reliable�t,which hasto bereserved

forthefuture.

In thiswork wehavenottaken into accounttheintersiteCoulom b repulsion which leads

toelectron holeattraction.Thisterm hasatwofold inuenceon theposition oftheexcitonic

feature. From one hand,itleadsto an e�ective increase ofthe fundam entalgap,from the

otherhand itcontributestotheelectron-holebinding.Thesetendenciesareoppositetoeach

otherand should bethoroughly explored in a separateinvestigation.

A cknow ledgm ents

Thiswork wassupported by DFG (436UKR 113/49/41)and by RFFR (projectN 01-12-

16719).R.O.K.and A.F.B.thank forhospitality theIFW Dresden,wherethem ain partof

thiswork hasbeen carried out.W ewish tothank S.-L.Drechslerand J.M �alek fornum erous

and usefuldiscussions.

*

A P P EN D IX

Herewegivetheform ulaeforthem atrices(25)fortheHam iltonian(12)thatincludesalso

a�niteoxygen on-siterepulsion Up and adirectO-O hoppingtpp.Thee�ectiveHam iltonian
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m ay begenerally derived by thefollowing procedure.Letbe

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂ ; Ĥ 0 =
X

m

jm iE m hm j; V̂ =
X

m

jnitnm hm j; (32)

then thecanonicaltransform ation with theoperator

Ŝ =
X

m

jni
tnm

E m � En
hm j (33)

gives
h

Ĥ 0;Ŝ
i

= � V̂ ,and �nally up to thesecond order

Ĥ eff = exp(� Ŝ)Ĥ exp(Ŝ)= H 0 +
1

2

h

V̂ ;Ŝ
i

=

=
1

2

X

m

jni

 
tnjtjm

E m � Ej
+

tnjtjm

E n � Ej

!

hm j: (34)

W ithin the operatorbasiscontaining (17)and (22)we have theequationsofm otion for

theHam iltonian containing �niteUp;tpp

[ R ;�;Ĥ ]= E 0 R ;�+ �
X

�

 R ;�+ �u�R ;�;� � + [�u�R + g� ;� �;� � (�u� �) R + g� ;� �]� tpp
X

�6= �;� �

 R ;�

[�R ;�;� �;Ĥ ]= E 0�R ;�;� �+��R �;� �+�
X

�6= �

Z
1;2
R + g�

Z
2;0

R pR + a�;1
� tpp

X

�6= �;� �

Z
1;2
R + g�

Z
2;0

R pR + a�;1
+

+�u R ;� + �u R + g� ;� � � (�u � �)�R + g� ;� �;�:

Here �u � t2=(�+ U p)and E 0 = �+ 4� + 2(� � �u) . It is convenient to introduce the

notation

!r �
X

;1;2;:::

hZ
;1
0 Z

1;2
g :::Z

r;
r i:

Forr up to thethird neighbors!r isexpressed via two pointcorrelation functions

!g =
1

2
+
D

ŜR �ŜR + g

E

;!g� + g� =
1

4
+ 2

D

ŜR �ŜR + g

E

+
D

ŜR �ŜR + g� + g�

E

: (35)

TheLiouvillean and overlap m atricesin k-spacearethen

hf�k�;� �; 
y

k�gi = ���!g ; (36)

hf[ k�;Ĥ ]; 
y

k�gi = ��� (�+ �u!g)+ (�� tpp)(1� ���)(1� ��;� �) (37)

+ ��;� � [�+ exp({kg�)(�u!g � �u + �)]; (38)
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hf[�k�;� �;Ĥ ]; 
y

k�gi = ��� (�u + �!g)+ (�� tpp)!g(1� ���)(1� ��;� �) (39)

+��;� � f�!g + exp({kg�)[�u � (�u � �)!g]g ;

hf[�k�;� �;Ĥ ];�
y

k�;� �gi = [���(�+ �u!g)+ (1� ���)(1� ��;� �)(�� tpp)!g�+ g� ] (40)

+��;� � f�!2g + exp({kg�)[�u!g � (�u � �)]g :
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FIG .1: Theim aginary partofdielectric function "2(q;!)� Im "(q;!)asa function offrequency

! and wave vector q along two sym m etry directions. For each direction the curve num ber n

corresponds to qx = �n=10a, a being the lattice constant, n = 0 for the bottom curve. The

param etersare�= 3:6 eV and t= 1:3 eV,oxygen on-siterepulsion U p and O -O hopping tpp were

neglected.
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FIG .2: The loss function L(q;!) � � Im
�
"� 1(q;!)

�
(m ultiplied by ["1 (0)]

2
in order to have

aproxim ately the sam e norm alization as"2(q;!))forthe sam e param etersasin Fig.1 and under

the assum ption that"(q;! = 0)� "(q = 0;! = 0)= 4:83.

19



2 4 6 8

Energy loss (eV)

0

50

100

150

200
L

o
s
s
 f

u
n

c
ti
o

n

[110]

[100]

FIG .3: Thelossfunction forconstant"1 = 2 forallq and theparam etersetofFig.1.
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FIG .4: "2(q;!)fortpp = 0:4� and Up = 0.Theotherparam etersarethe sam e asin Fig.1.
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FIG .5: "2(q;!)fortpp = 0 and Up = 4eV .Theotherparam etersare thesam e asin Fig.1.
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