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W e constructan exactdynam icalm ean �eld theory for nonresonant inelastic light scattering in

the in�nite-dim ensionalFalicov-K im ballm odel, which can be tuned through a quantum critical

m etal-insulator transition. D ue to the projection of the polarization orientations onto di�erent

regions ofthe Brillouin zone and due to the transfer ofenergy and m om entum from the light to

the strongly correlated charge excitations,the nature ofthe dynam icscan be naturally interpreted

as strongly tem perature-dependent low-energy particle-hole excitations and weakly tem perature-

dependenthigh-energy charge transferexcitationswhich depend delicately on the electronic corre-

lations.Theseresultscan beused to giveim portantinform ation concerning theevolution ofcharge

dynam icsin di�erentregionsofthe Brillouin zone.

PACS num bers:78.70.Ck,72.80.Sk,78.66.N k,71.30.+ h,71.27.+ a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Inelastic x-ray scattering (with m eV accuracy over a
spectralrangeofseveraleVs)hasim proved signi�cantly
overthe pastfew yearsdueto the increased photon 
ux
ofthird generation synchrotron sources1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11.
The large cross-section oflight-coupled probes(ascom -
pared to neutron scattering,for exam ple) allows for a
system atic study ofthe dispersive charge dynam icsin a
wide dynam icalrange (q;
)in solidsand 
uids. Ithas
opened an additionalwindow to study correlation e�ects
on phonons2,plasm ons3,quasiparticles4,chargetransfer
excitations5,6,7,8,9,10,and orbitalexcitations11.O nepar-
ticular point ofinterest has been the study ofthe evo-
lution ofstrongly correlated system sassom e param eter
ofthe system ,such asthe electron density,isvaried by
doping or pressure. W hile m any single-particle proper-
tieshavebeen studied via angle-resolved photoem ission,
im portantquestionsconcerning the evolution ofthe un-
occupied states are now directly accessible via inelastic
x-ray scattering.
Recent experim ents have focused on a num ber of

correlated (M ott) insulators such as La2CuO 4 and
Sr2CuO 2Cl26,Ca2CuO 2Cl27,NaV 2O 5

8,Nd2CuO 4
9,and

theone-dim ensionalinsulatorsSr2CuO 3 and Sr2CuO 2
10.

The m easurem entshave revealed dispersive high-energy
and low-energy excitations which have been identi�ed
with a photon-induced chargetransferbetween di�erent
atom ic orbitals, or with transitions from the lower to
theupperHubbard band acrossan e�ectiveq-dependent
M ottgap.
M ore recent m easurem ents have begun to appear

in m aterials doped from their parent M ott insulating
phases12. However,the theoreticaldevelopm ent ofin-
elasticx-ray scattering in strongly correlated m etalsand
insulatorsisjuststarting to form 13,14,15,16,17.O fpartic-
ular interest is a determ ination ofhow the upper and
lower Hubbard bands and consequently the M ott gap

evolve with correlations. As experim ents reach greater
and greaterresolution,itwillshortly bepossibleto track
theevolution ofelectroniccorrelationsfrom strongly cor-
related insulatorsto strongly and then weakly correlated
m etals. The purpose ofthis contribution is to investi-
gate such a theory forinelastic x-ray scattering.In par-
ticular,we develop an exact dynam icalm ean �eld the-
ory fornonresonantinelasticlightscattering in a system
which can be tuned acrossthe quantum criticalpointof
a m etal-insulator transition. W e calculate the inelastic
x-ray cross-section on both sides ofthe transition and
nearthecriticalpoint.
Theoutlineofthism anuscriptisasfollows:in Section

IIwe develop the generalform alism fornonresonantin-
elastic x-ray scattering and review sim ple physicalideas
for weakly correlated m etals. In Section IIIwe present
the speci�c form alism forcalculating the x-ray response
in theFalicov-K im ballm odelin thelim itoflargespatial
dim ensions,and in Section IV we presentthe num erical
results. Lastly,we sum m arized our results and discuss
them in lightofrecentm easurem entsin Section V.This
paper expands on results for the insulating phase14 to
considerm etalsand m aterialsclosetothem etal-insulator
transition.

II. FO R M A LISM

A . N on-resonant response

Lightcan scattero� ofm any di�erentexcitationsin a
system ,butherewefocuson theinelasticscatteringofx-
raysfrom electrons. X-rays,unlike opticalphotons,can
exchange both energy and m om entum when they scat-
ter with a solid. The scattering occurs as light creates
charge
uctuationsin di�erentlocationsofthe Brillouin
zone(BZ).Thesecharge
uctuationsareclassi�ed asei-
ther isotropic charge 
uctuations or anisotropic charge
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uctuations(which vanish when averaging theirk-space
variation overtheBZ).Theway in which thecharge
uc-
tuations are created is dictated by the polarization ori-
entation ofthe incom ing and outgoing photons set by
the scattering geom etry.These polarization orientations
transform accordingto theoperationsofthepoint-group
sym m etryofthecrystal,and thereforesom ustthecharge

uctuations thatthey create. Itisthrough this m echa-
nism that the charge excitations in di�erent regions of
the BZ can be system atically selected and explored via
inelasticlightscattering.
These charge 
uctuationsrelax by internalscattering

processes,such asdueto im puritiesorCoulom b scatter-
ing,and �nally via the re-em ission ofphotons;inelastic
x-ray scattering probestheserelaxation processesatdif-
ferentregionsofthe BZ and atdi�erenttransferred en-
ergies. An im portant distinction between isotropic and
anisotropiccharge
uctuationsisthattheform erarecou-
pled to long-rangeCoulom b interactionswhilethelatter
arenot.Thishasdram aticconsequenceson thepolariza-
tion dependenceoftheobserved spectra.W enow elabo-
rateupon thisfurther.
W e lim itfocusto the case ofnon-resonantx-ray scat-

tering sinceresonantprocesseshavenotyetbeen treated
exactly in any correlated itinerant m odel. The inelas-
tic x-ray response is given form ally by a generalized
density-density correlation function S(q;!) = � 1

�
[1 +

n(!)]�00(q;!)with

�(q;!)= h[~�(q);~�(� q)]i(!) (1)

form ed with an \e�ective" density operatorgiven by

~�(q)=
X

k;�


a(k)c
y
�(k + q=2)c�(k � q=2); (2)

n(!) is the Bose distribution function,and the double
prim esuperscriptdenotestheim aginary part.W erelate
theinelasticlightscatteringvertex 
a to thecurvatureof
the energy band �(k)= t�

P 1

j= 1
coskj=

p
d and the light

polarizationsthrough


a(k)=
X

�;�

e
s
�

@2�(k)

@k�@k�
e
i
�: (3)

This holds in the lim it of vanishing energy transfers,
but can also be generalized in term s ofBrillouin zone
harm onics to other non-resonant cases. Here ei;s de-
note the incident, scattered x-ray polarization vectors,
respectively,and we have chosen units kB = c = �h = 1
and have set the lattice constant equalto 1. W e can
classify the scattering am plitudes by their point group
sym m etry operations. It is custom ary to have A 1g de-
note the sym m etry ofthe lattice (s-wave)and B 1g and
B 2g denote two of the d-wave sym m etries. For any
dim ension d > 1, if we choose ei = (1;1;1;:::) and
es = (1;� 1;1;� 1;:::),then wehavetheB 1g sector,while
ei = es = (1;1;1;:::)projectsouttheA 1g sectorsincethe
B 2g com ponent is identically zero for m odels with only

nearest-neighbor hopping. Thus,we can cast the scat-
tering am plitudes into a sim ple form : 
A 1g

(k)= � �(k)

and 
B 1g
(k) = t�

P 1

j= 1
coskj(� 1)j=

p
d,which recovers

the d = 2 representationsofthe tetragonalpointgroup
sym m etry operationscom m only used in CuO 2 system s.
W e note thatifwe take the pure charge vertex forA 1g,


A 1g
= 1,then S(q;!)/ Im

n
1

�(q;!)

o

,with � the dielec-

tricfunction18.

B . W eakly correlated electrons

It is useful to review the nonresonant response for
weakly correlated m etalsto determ ine where we expect
toseetheroleofcorrelationsem erge.Fornon-interacting
electronsthe e�ective density response isgiven in term s
of a generalized Lindhard function which incorporates
the sym m etry dependence ofthe lightscattering am pli-
tudes 
 in the Lindhard kernel19. In particular,in the
lim itq! 0 there isno low energy inelasticlightscatter-
ing (forthree-dim ensions)asthere isno phase space to
create electron-hole pairsand the only excitation is the
high-energy collectiveplasm on.Thisisanalogousto the
situation ofthechargesusceptibility,which vanishesata
�nite frequency when q = 0 because the totalcharge of
the system com m utes with the Ham iltonian. For �nite
q,the particle-hole continuum giveslow-energy scatter-
ingup toafrequencyofvF q(with vF theFerm ivelocity).
W hen scatteringo� an im purity potentialVk;k0 isadded,
thissharp cut-o� issm eared,and scattering occursover
a wide range oftransferred frequencies. The density re-
sponseatsm allq isgiven by an e�ectivedensity-density
K ubo form ula19

�
00
L L(q;
)= N F


~� �1

L


2 + ~��2
L

; (4)

with N F thedensity ofstatesattheFerm ileveland ��1
L

therelaxation ratefordensity 
uctuationshavinga sym -
m etry selected by lightorientationslabelled by L (L de-
notesan irreduciblerepresentation ofthe pointgroup of
the crystal,such asA 1g orB 1g fora tetragonalcrystal;
we use L = 0 to denote the A 1g sector). Expanding the
im purity potentialin term s ofa com plete set of basis
functions�L (k)yields

jVk;k0 j2=
X

L

�
�
L (k

0)�L �L (k): (5)

The width and location ofthe peak ofthe response is
given by ~��1

L
= �

�1

L = 0
� �

�1

L
+ D q2,where��1

L
= 2�N F �L

is the scattering rate that preservescharge 
uctuations
having sym m etry L,and D isthe di�usion constantre-
lated to the resistivity � by an Einstein relation,D �1 =
2e2N F �. Here we have assum ed that the im purity po-
tentialisrotationally invariantand largely independent
ofm om entum transfer.Thusin thiscase,phasespaceis
already created by the im purity scattering potentialfor
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anisotropic (L 6= 0) density 
uctuations coupled to the
x-rays. However,isotropic density 
uctuations (L = 0)
are governed by the continuity equation and m ust van-
ish atq= 0 even in thepresenceofan im purity potential.
Therefore,for L 6= 0 channels (B 1g) the x-ray response
hasaLorenzian lineshapewith apeakposition and width
which growsasq2 form om entum transfersawayfrom the
zone center q = 0,while for L = 0 (A 1g),there is only
low energy scattering for�nite q due to particle num ber
conservation.

III. FO R M A LISM W IT H C O R R ELA T IO N S

Coulom b interactions create phase-space for particle-
hole excitations and lead to inelastic scattering even at
q= 0 forchannelsnothaving theunderlying sym m etry of
thelattice.Thescatteringcan beenhanced when them o-
m entum structure ofthe Coulom b interaction isconsid-
ered further.Forexam ple,in a m aterialhaving a nested
or slightly nested Ferm isurface (FS) at som e points in
the BZ,the resulting response would be enhanced for
polarization orientations which highlight the nested or
nearly nested regionsofthe FS20.In the caseofantifer-
rom agneticinteractionswhich arestrong form om entum
transfersof(�;�)theresponseisappreciablym odi�ed for
theB 1g channelin two-dim ensionaltetragonalsystem s21.
The dispersion ofthese excitationscan then be tracked
asa function oflightm om entum transfersq justasthey
can via neutron scattering. Thus,in principle,inelastic
x-ray scattering system atically trackstheroleofcorrela-
tionsand theaccom panyingFS instabilitiesby exploring
thepolarization dependenceand m om entum transferde-
pendence ofthe resulting spectra.
In thispaper,we are interested in carrying outcalcu-

lations in which electronic correlations can be handled
exactly in a system which can betuned through a quan-
tum criticalpoint. The Falicov-K im ballm odel,which
has been used to describe a variety ofphenom enon in
binary alloys,rare-earth com pounds,and interm ediate-
valencem aterials22,containsitinerantbandelectronsand
localized electrons,in which the band electronscan hop
with am plitude23 t�=2

p
d between nearestneighbors on

a d-dim ensional hypercubic lattice and interact via a
screened Coulom b interaction U with the localized elec-
trons:

H = �
t�

2
p
d

X

hi;ji

c
y

icj+ E f

X

i

wi� �
X

i

c
y

ici+ U
X

i

c
y

iciwi;

(6)
where cy

i
;ci is the spinless conduction electron creation

(annihilation)operatoratsiteiand wi = 0 or1 isa clas-
sicalvariable forthe localized electron num beratsite i.
E f and � controlthe �lling ofthe localized and conduc-
tion electrons,respectively.W e restrictconsideration to
half�lling hcyicii= hwii= 1=2.
In thism odel,athalf-�lling,the system possesses24 a

non-Ferm iliquid m etallicground stateforU < Uc and an

insulating state forU > Uc. The single particle density
ofstates(DO S)atthe Ferm ilevel(FL)vanishesatthe
criticalUc � 1:5t� and the selfenergy develops a pole.
As U approachesUc from below,a pseudogap develops
nearthe FL and forU > Uc the DO S evolvesinto lower
and upperHubbard bandsseparated attheband centers
by U .However,the DO S isindependentoftem perature
(asidefrom a trivialshiftdueto thetem peraturedepen-
denceofthechem icalpotential,ifapplicable)and thusit
isnotpossible to determ ine the particle dynam icsfrom
the single-particlepropertiesalone24.
The m any-body problem issolved25 by �rstrecogniz-

ing that the selfenergy and relevant irreducible vertex
functionsarelocaland then m apping thelocalobjectsof
thelatticeproblem onto an e�ectiveatom icproblem in a
tim e-dependentdynam ical�eld �.In thisprocedure,we
are interested in calculating the localG reen’s function,
which isde�ned by

G (�)= � TrcfT�he
��H

c(�)cy(0)S(�)i=Z(�) (7)

for im aginary tim es �. Here Trcf denotes the trace
over conduction and localized electrons and T� denotes
the tim e ordering operator. The partition function is
Z(�)= TrcfT�hexp[� �H ]S(�)iwith the evolution oper-
atorS de�ned by

S(�)= exp

"

�

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
c
y(�)�(�;�0)c(�0)

#

: (8)

In theseequationstheHam iltonian istheatom icHam il-
tonian,which hast� = 0 and alltim edependenceiswith
respectto thisatom ic Ham iltonian.
In order to determ ine the G reen’s function anywhere

in the com plex plane,we follow the iterative algorithm
ofJarrell26: (i) begin with the selfenergy � set equal
to zero;(ii)determ ine the locallattice G reen’sfunction
from the Hilberttransform

G (z)=

Z

d��(�)
1

z+ � � �(z)� �
(9)

with �(�)thenoninteractingDO S (a G aussian here);(iii)
extractthe e�ective m edium G 0 from G �1 (z)+ �(z)=
G
�1
0 (z); (iv) calculate the new G reen’s function from

G (z) = (1 � w1)G 0(z)+ w1=[G
�1
0 (z)� U ];(v) and ex-

tractthe new selfenergy from �(z)= G
�1
0 (z)� G �1 (z).

Steps (ii) through (v) are repeated untilthe iterations
converge.Som etim esweneed to perform weighted aver-
agesofthe iterationsto attain convergence.W e usually
work with solutions that are converged to at least one
partin 108.Using thisalgorithm ,we can determ ine the
G reen’s function and selfenergy either along the im ag-
inary axis,or along the realaxis. These solutions are
then em ployed to calculate the inelastic lightscattering
responsefunctions.
The inelastic light scattering is calculated by evalu-

ating the density-density correlation function de�ned in
Eq.(1). The Bethe-Salpeter equation for the suscepti-
bility isshown schem atically in Fig.1. Note thatthere
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FIG .1: Coupled D yson equationsfortheinelasticlightscat-

tering density-density correlation functions described by the

scattering am plitude 
a. Panel(a) depicts the D yson equa-

tion fortheinteracting correlation function,whilepanel(b)is

thesupplem entalequation needed to solveforthecorrelation

function (the di�erence in the two equations is the num ber

of
a factors). The sym bol� standsfor the localdynam ical

irreducible charge vertex. In situations where there are no

charge vertex corrections(like B 1g scattering along thezone-

diagonal),thecorrelation function issim ply given by the�rst

(bare-bubble)diagram on the righthand side ofpanel(a).

are two coupled equations,which di�er by the num ber
offactorsofthe inelasticlightscattering vertex thatare
present.Thesolid linesdenotedressed G reen’sfunctions
in m om entum space,and thesym bol� denotesthelocal
irreducible charge vertex. The calculation ofthe rele-
vant m om entum sum m ations im plied in Fig.1 is non-
trivial. The starting pointisto determ ine the direction
in m om entum space that the transferred m om entum q

lies. In this contribution we consider two di�erent di-
rections: (i) the zone diagonal,where q = (q;q;q;:::;q)
and (ii) a generalized \zone boundary", where q =
(0;q;0;q;0;q;:::;0;q)orq = (q;�;q;�;q;�;:::q;�);in all
caseswevary 0� q� �.W echooseto callthewavevec-
tor in (ii) the zone-boundary because it reduces to the
two-dim ensionalzone boundary when d = 2 and it is a
nontrivialgeneralization in thein�nitedim ensionallim it.
If, on the other hand, we exam ined the true in�nite-
dim ensionalzone boundary,where only one dim ension
has a nonzero wavevector com ponent, then that zone
boundary m aps onto the zone center wavevector (since
only one ofthe d-com ponents is nonzero),and there is
no dispersion. From now on we willrefer to the gen-
eralized zone-boundary direction as the zone-boundary
direction.
W hen evaluating the density-density correlation func-

tion,wewillneed to evaluatem om entum sum m ationsof
the form 27

X

k

X

j

cos(kj +
qj

2
) (10)

�
1

z+ � � �(z)� �(k)

1

z+ � � �(z)� �(k + q)

forthe A 1g sectorand

X

k

X

j

cos(kj +
qj

2
) (11)

� (� 1)j
1

z+ � � �(z)� �(k)

1

z+ � � �(z)� �(k + q)

forthe B 1g sector. In the above equations,z denotes a
num ber in the com plex plane. The sum m ation can be
evaluated by �rst rewriting each m om entum -dependent
G reen’sfunction asan integralofan exponentialfunction

1

z+ � � �(z)� �(k)
= � i

Z 1

0

d�e
i�[z+ ��� (z)��(k)]

;

(12)
and then expanding each band-structureenergy in term s
ofthe sum m ation overeach com ponentofthe wavevec-
tor.Then theintegraloverm om entum factorizesinto an
in�nite productofone-dim ensionalintegrals.Each inte-
gralneed be expanded justto the orderof1=d,and the
resulting term s can be exponentiated into a form that
has a G aussian dependence on �. The G aussian inte-
gralcan then be evaluated directly. W hen we do this,
we�nd thatthe relevantbaresusceptibilitieshaveallof
theirq-dependencesum m arized in theform oftwoscalar
param eters

X = lim
d! 1

1

d

dX

j= 1

cosqj (13)

and

X
0
A 1g

= lim
d! 1

1

d

dX

j= 1

cos
qj

2

X
0
B 1g

= lim
d! 1

1

d

dX

j= 1

(� 1)jcos
qj

2
: (14)

In situationswherethesum m ation in Eqs.(11)or(12)
vanish,then the response function is not renorm alized
by theirreduciblechargevertex,and itcan beexpressed
solely in term s ofthe bare response function (this phe-
nom enon was �rst seen for the opticalconductivity28).
This never occurs for the A 1g channel,but it does for
theB 1g channelwhen q lieson the zonediagonal.In all
othercases,theresponsefunction isrenorm alized by the
irreduciblechargevertex,29 which takesthe form

�(i! m ;i!n;i�l6= 0)= �m n

1

T

�m � �m + l

G m � G m + l

: (15)

on the im aginary axis [i!m = i�T(2m + 1) is the
Ferm ionic M atsubara frequency and i�l = 2i�Tlis the
BosonicM atsubarafrequency].Here�m = �(i! m )isthe
localselfenergyon theim aginaryaxisand G m = G (i!m )
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isthelocalG reen’sfunction on theim aginaryaxis.These
vertex corrections are particularly crucial for the A 1g

sym m etryin ordertosatisfyW ard identitiesand particle-
num ber conservation. Note that the vertex corrections
enterforthedi�erentsym m etry channelsaway from the
zone diagonalbecause at a �nite m om entum transfer,
the di�erent sym m etry representations generically m ix
together.
Thestrategy fordeterm ining the�nalform sforthere-

sponse functionson the realaxisisto �rstcalculate the

response functions on the im aginary axis,then replace
M atsubara frequency sum m ations by contour integrals
thatsurround the poles ofthe Ferm i-Dirac distribution
function f(!)= 1=[1+ exp(�!)]with � = 1=T.Then the
contoursaredeform ed to beparallelto therealaxis,and
term sthatdepend on the Bosonic M atsubara frequency
as f(! + i�l) are replaced by f(!). Finally,we analyt-
ically continue the Bosonic M atsubara frequency to the
realaxis.Thisprocedurewascarried outin detailforthe
Ram an response30 and willnotbe repeated here.

The �nalform ulas for the response functions are com plicated integrals offunctions that depend on one ofsix
di�erentbaresusceptibilities.Thosesix baresusceptibilitiesare

�0(!;X ;�)= �

Z 1

�1

d��(�)
1

! + � � �(!)� �

1
p
1� X 2

F1

�
! + � + � � �(! + �)� X �

p
1� X 2

�

; (16)

~�0(!;X ;�)= �

Z 1

�1

d��(�)
1

! + � � ��(!)� �

1
p
1� X 2

F1

�
! + � + � � �(! + �)� X �

p
1� X 2

�

; (17)

�
0
0(!;X ;�)=

X 0

2

Z 1

�1

d��(�)

( 1p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

[! + � � �(!)� �]2

�
2

1� X 2

1� !+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

! + � � �(!)� �

)

; (18)

~�00(!;X ;�)=
X 0

2

Z 1

�1

d��(�)

( 1p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

[! + � � ��(!)� �]2
(19)

�
2

1� X 2

1� !+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

! + � � ��(!)� �

)

;

��0(!;X ;�)=
�0(!;X ;�)

2
�
X 02

2

Z 1

�1

d��(�) (20)

�

( 1p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

[! + � � �(!)� �]3
�

2

1� X 2

1� !+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

[! + � � �(!)� �]2

�
1

(1� X 2)3=2

h

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

+ 2!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

h

1� !+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�ii

! + � � �(!)� �

)

;

and

~��0(!;X ;�)=
~�0(!;X ;�)

2
�
X 02

2

Z 1

�1

d��(�) (21)

�

( 1p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�

[! + � � ��(!)� �]3
�

2

1� X 2

1� !+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �
p
1�X 2

F1

�
!+ �+ ��� (!+ �)�X �

p
1�X 2

�
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In theseequations,F1 (z)=
R
d��(�)=(z� �),istheHilberttransform ofthenoninteractingDO S [�(�)= exp(� �2)=

p
�].

The A 1g and B 1g responsesboth can be written as

�(q;�)=
i

2�

Z 1

�1

d!

�

f(!)
��0(!;X ;�)+

� (!)�� (!+ �)

G (!)�G (!+ �)
[�0(!;X ;�)��0(!;X ;�)� �020 (!;X ;�)]

1+ � (!)�� (!+ �)

G (!)�G (!+ �)
�0(!;X ;�)

� f(! + �)
���0(!;X ;�)+

�
�
(!)��

�
(!+ �)

G �(!)�G �(!+ �)
[��0(!;X ;�)��

�
0(!;X ;�)� �02�0 (!;X ;�)]

1+ � �(!)�� �(!+ �)

G �(!)�G �(!+ �)
��0(!;X ;�)

� [f(!)� f(! + �)]
~��0(!;X ;�)+

�
�
(!)�� (!+ �)

G �(!)�G (!+ �)
[~�0(!;X ;�)~��0(!;X ;�)� ~�020 (!;X ;�)]

1+ � �(!)�� (!+ �)

G �(!)�G (!+ �)
~�0(!;X ;�)

�

;(22)

In the case ofthe A 1g response on the zone diagonal
q = (q;q;:::;q),we have X = cosq and X 0 = cosq

2
=

p
(1+ X )=2. In the case of the A 1g response on the

zone edge we have X = (1 + cosq)=2 and X 0 = (1 +
cosq

2
)=2 = (1 +

p
X )=2 for q = (0;q;0;q;:::;0;q) and

X = (cosq� 1)=2 and X 0 = cosq
2
=2 =

p
(1+ X )=2 for

q = (q;�;q;�;:::;q;�).In thecaseoftheB1g responseon
thezoneedge,wehaveX = (1+ cosq)=2and X 0= (� 1+
cosq

2
)=2 = (� 1+

p
X )=2 for q = (0;q;0;q;:::;0;q)and

X = (cosq� 1)=2 and X 0 = � cosq
2
=2 = �

p
(1+ X )=2

forq = (q;�;q;�;:::;q;�). The case ofthe B1g response
on thezonediagonalism uch sim pler,becauseitdoesnot
have any renorm alizationsdue to the charge vertex and
doesn’tdepend on X 0.Itbecom es

�B 1g
(q;�) =

i

4�

Z 1

�1

d!
�
f(!)�0(!;X ;�)� f(! + �)

� �
�
0(!;X ;�)� [f(!)� f(! + �)]~�0(!;X ;�)

	
:

(23)

Athalf�lling,the x-ray response function hasan ex-
tra sym m etry �(q;�)= ��(q;� �)forboth the A1g and
B 1g channels.Thissym m etry isstraightforward,butte-
dious to prove. First note that at half�lling we have
G (� !)= G �(!)and �(� !)= 2� � � �(!). Using these
results,onecan directly show thefollowing six identities:
�0(!;X ;�)= ��0(� ! � �;X ;�); ~�0(!;X ;�)= ~��0(� ! �

�;X ;�);�00(!;X ;�)= � �0�0 (� ! � �;X ;�);~�00(!;X ;�)=
� ~�0�0 (� ! � �;X ;�);��0(!;X ;�)= ���0(� ! � �;X ;�);and
~��0(!;X ;�) = ~��

�

0(� ! � �;X ;�). Now ifwe substitute
! ! � ! in the integralsim ilarto Eq.(22)for�(q;� �),
replacef(� !)by 1� f(!),and em ploy theaboveidenti-
tiesforthe di�erent�0’s,then the integralfor�(q;� �)
can beshown to beequalto ��(q;�)plustheim aginary
part ofan integralequalto the �rst term in Eq.(22)
withoutthe f(!)factor. Butone can show thatthe re-
sulting integralis real,which proves the sym m etry for
the response function. A sim ilar argum ent shows the
bare bubble for the B 1g response on the zone diagonal
also satis�es�(q;� �)= ��(q;�).
There is a specialpoint in m om entum space,where

theresponsefunctionsbecom esim pleagain.Thisoccurs
at the (�;�;:::;�) point,where X = � 1 and X 0 = 0.

In thiscase,�00 = 0 and ��0 isproportionalto �0,so the
Bethe-Salpeterequation factorizes,and thesusceptibility
in Eq.(22)becom esproportionalto thebaresusceptibil-
ity for any sym m etry. Hence the A 1g response and the
B 1g response are identicalat that point in the BZ.In
fact,this resultim plies thatpolarized m easurem entsat
the zone corner point can im m ediately show the e�ects
ofnonlocalcharge
uctuationson the inelastic x-ray re-
sponse functions,since any deviation ofthe A 1g signal
from theB 1g signalarisesfrom e�ectsofnonlocalcharge

uctuations. W e feelthis m ay be one ofthe cleanest

experim entaltests for the im portance ofnonlocalcharge


uctuationsin a correlated m any-body system .

Finally,a carefulexam ination ofEqs.(16{22) shows
that the response function depends only on X 02. Since
the only di�erence forthe A 1g and B 1g responsesalong
the zone edge (for � 1 � X � 0) is a sign change in
X 0,the x-ray scattering isidenticalforthe A 1g and B 1g

channelsalong the zone edge for� 1 � X � 0. Itm ight
be di�cult to locate the relevant path in the BZ that
would show this behavior in two or three dim ensions,
so exam ining the zone cornerforthe e�ects ofnonlocal
charge
uctuationsstillrem ainsthe bestbet.

IV . R ESU LT S

A . C orrelated m etal

W ith thesum m ary ofwhatweexpectforweaklycorre-
lated m etalsin m ind,wepresenttheresultsforU = t�=2
at di�erent tem peratures in Figs. 2 and 3 for B 1g

and A 1g inelasticx-rayscattering,respectively,asafunc-
tion oftransferred energy fordi�erentm om entum trans-
fers throughout the BZ m easured by the m om entum -
space param eter X . Panel (a) for Figs. 2 and 3
refers to scattering along the zone diagonalX = cosq
forthe zone-diagonalwavevectorq = (q;q;q;:::;q),and
panel(b)refersto scattering along the generalized zone
edge [here we have q = (q;0;q;0;:::;q;0) for 1 � X =
(1 + cosq)=2 � 0 and q = (�;q;�;q;:::;�;q) for 0 �

X = (� 1+ cosq)=2 � � 1 The curveshave been shifted
vertically for clarity. The lowest set ofcurves X = 1
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FIG .2: Inelastic x-ray scattering response for U = 0:5t�

in the B 1g channelalong (a) the BZ diagonaland (b)along

the zone edge for the half-�lled Falicov-K im ballm odelon a

hypercubiclattice.The solid,dotted,short-dashed and long-

dashed curvescorrespond to tem peraturesT = 0:1;0.25,0.5,

1.0,respectively.The curveshave been o�setforclarity.

correspondsto Ram an scatteringwith opticalphotons30.
Forthe B 1g channel(Fig. 2),a wellde�ned low en-

ergy Ferm i-likecoherencepeak (below U = 0:5t�)m oves
to higherenergiesand broadensasonem ovesaway from
the zone center(X = 1),as would be expected ofLan-
dau dam ping via particle-hole creation at larger q18,31

(recallthe Falicov-K im ballm odelis not a Ferm iliquid
when U 6= 0,but can be viewed asa \dirty" Ferm iliq-
uid forsm allenough U ).In addition,the peak sharpens
with decreasing tem peratureasthe channelsforLandau
dam ping are lost. No particular signature can be seen
atthe energy transferofU since itfallswithin the line-
shapeoftheFerm i-likecoherencepeak,and thustherole
ofelectroniccorrelations,while present,areobscured by
the largerLandau dam ping.
In Fig. 4 we plot the position and width ofthe low

energy peak for the B 1g channelfor m om entum trans-
fers along the BZ diagonal. The peak m oves to higher
frequencies from � 0:25t� for sm allm om entum trans-
fersX < 1 and reachesa m axim um � t� form om entum
transfersslightly greaterthan (�=2;�=2;� � �)beforesoft-
ening asthe BZ corner(�;�;� � � )isapproached.In fact,
thepeakposition iscom parabletoU forlargem om entum
transfersin alldirections. The width ofthe peak grows
continually with increasing q as m ore and m ore phase-
space is created by which charge excitationsm ay relax.
Thewidth initially growslikeq2 form om entum transfers
away from the BZ centerand then slowsitsgrowth rate
fartherfrom thezonecenter(recallthatX = cosq so an
initialq2 dependencetranslatesinto a lineardependence
on X ).
An im portant di�erence is that the A 1g results have

no low-energy spectralweight for q = 0 as a result of
particle-num ber conservation. In a m odel with long-
rangeCoulom b interactions,theonlyexcitation would be
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FIG .3: Inelastic x-ray scattering response U = 0:5t� in

the A 1g channelalong (a)the BZ diagonaland (b)along the

zone edge. The solid,dotted,short-dashed and long-dashed

curves correspond to tem peratures T = 0:1;0.25, 0.5, 1.0,

respectively.

a high energy plasm on which is soft for uncharged sys-
tem s but is pushed up to higher energies via the Higgs
m echanism by the Coulom b interaction. In our short-
range m odel,a m ild peak occurson the energy scale of
both U and thebandwidth atthezonecenter(wecannot
di�erentiate which one dom inates). The vertex correc-
tionsdo notcom pletely rem ovelow energy scattering for
any �nitevalueofq,and thelow energy spectralweight
growsforincreasing q eitheralong the zone diagonalor
zoneedge.Forlargeq,the A 1g spectra havea tem pera-
turedependence sim ilarto the B 1g response,dom inated
by particle-hole excitations. In fact,the A 1g and B 1g

responsesare identicalatthe (�;�;:::;�)pointX = � 1
dueto thelocalapproxim ation.Any variation in thesig-
nalatthe zone cornerin di�erentsym m etry channelsis
due to nonlocalm any-body correlations.
For low q however (such as X = 0:5),the tem pera-

ture dependence is nonm onotonic due to a com petition
between increased vertexcorrections,which depletespec-
tralweight,and decreased particle-hole dam ping,which
aggregatesspectralweightinto the Ferm i-like coherence
peak as the tem perature is reduced. It is im portant to
note that for an unpolarized (partially polarized) m ea-
surem ent,the x-ray response is a (weighted)superposi-
tion ofthe B 1g and A 1g spectra. However,the spectra
at sm allq in a m etalwould largely have contributions
from the B 1g channeldue to the signi�cantphase space
reduction in the A 1g channel.

B . N ear C riticaldynam ics

Now we turn to our results for a near criticalvalue
ofU = 1:5t� � Uc where the density ofstates vanishes
at the Ferm ileveland the system undergoes a m etal-
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FIG .4: The position (circles) and the width (diam onds)

of the low energy peak in the B 1g channelfor m om entum

transfers along the BZ diagonalfor T = 0:1t
�
as shown in

Fig.2.

insulatortransition (ourchoiceforU liesjuston the in-
sulating side ofthe m etal-insulatortransition). W e plot
in Figs.5 and 6 the results forthe B 1g and A 1g chan-
nels,respectively,forthe sam etem perature rangesasin
the previous plots. The e�ect ofelectronic correlations
isclearly visible.Forboth the B 1g and the A 1g spectra,
two peaksbecom ediscernableatsm allq:thelow energy
peak (sim ilar to the one seen for sm aller values ofU ),
and a non-dispersive high-energy peak (at an energy of
roughlyU correspondingtotransitionsbetween thelower
and upperHubbard band).Indeed theresultsatlargeq
arem oresim ilarto thesm allU resultssincetheLandau
dam pingpushesthelow frequency peak intothehigh fre-
quency peak and furthersm earsboth peaks.Again,the
low energy peak isrem oved nearthe zone centerforthe
A 1g channel,butin thiscasethecharge-transferpeak (at
a frequency nearU )rem ains.

Itisim portantto notethateven though thesystem is
nearcritical,low energy spectralweightisvisible,partic-
ularly in the B 1g channel.W efocusnow on the spectral
weightin thisregion asa function oftem perature,shown
in Fig. 7. In this low frequency region one can clearly
see for the B 1g channel that the low energy spectral
weightincreaseswith increasingtem peraturethroughout
the BZ.Thisism ostclearly seen atq = 0.Forthe A 1g

channelthe sam e behaviorism asked by the role ofver-
tex correctionswhich reducethe spectralweightform o-
m entum transfersnearthe BZ center.Nevertheless,the
growth ofintensity with increasingtem peratureisclearly
seen in both channels.Thegrowth isparticularlyclearat
low frequency transfers and for increasing transfers the
e�ectvanishesand crossesoveratlargerfrequenciesto a
region where spectralweightdepletesastem perature is
increased. The pointseparating these regionsoccursat
a crude isosbestic pointnear� 0:5t�,where the spectra
are roughly independentoftem perature. The isosbestic
pointbecom eslesswell-de�ned form om entum transfers
awayfrom thezonecenter,and thereforeitism ostclearly
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FIG .5: Inelastic x-ray scattering response U = 1:5t� in

the B 1g channelalong (a)the BZ diagonaland (b)along the

zone edge. The solid,dotted,short-dashed and long-dashed

curves correspond to tem peratures T = 0:1;0.25, 0.5, 1.0,

respectively.
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FIG .6: Inelastic x-ray scattering response U = 1:5t
�
in

the A 1g channelalong (a)the BZ diagonaland (b)along the

zone edge. The solid,dotted,short-dashed and long-dashed

curves correspond to tem peratures T = 0:1;0.25, 0.5, 1.0,

respectively.

observable in Ram an m easurem entsin the B 1g channel.
As the tem perature is increased further,the isosbestic
behaviordisappears.

C . Insulator

Turningtotheinsulatingphase,ourresultsforU = 2t�

for the B 1g and A 1g channelare shown in Figs.8 and
9,respectively. Clearly two features can be resolved in
both the B 1g and A 1g channel: a sm all,dispersive low-
energy peak forfrequencies� t� and a large,dispersion-
less charge-transfer peak � U wellseparated from the
low-energy peak. Here we see m ore clearly the devel-
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FIG .7: D etailofthe low energy inelastic x-ray scattering

response U = 1:5t
�
along the zone diagonalfor (a) the B 1g

channeland (b)the A 1g channelforthe tem peraturesshown

in Figs.5 and 6.

0 1 2 3 4 5
0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

X
-r

a
y
 r

e
s
p

o
n

s
e
 [

a
rb

. 
u

n
it

s
]

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

B     zd (a)1g B     ze1g (b)

x=-1

x=-0.5

x=0

x=0.5

Frequency [t*]

x=1

x=0.5

x=1

x=0

x=-0.5

x=-1

FIG .8: Inelastic x-ray scattering response U = 2t� in the

B 1g channelalong (a)theBZ diagonaland (b)along thezone

edge.Thesolid,dotted,short-dashed and long-dashed curves

correspond to tem peratures T = 0:1;0.25,0.5,1.0,respec-

tively.

opm ent ofthe transfer ofspectralweight from low fre-
quenciesto higherfrequenciesastem peratureislowered,
with a m ore clearly de�ned isosbestic point separating
the low-and high-energy transfers,asshown in Fig.10.
The low-energy depletion ofspectralweightand con-

com itant increase of spectral weight at high energies
above the isosbestic point(asT isreduced to zero)was
recently discussed in Ref.14forU = 4t� (which liesdeep
on the insulating side ofthe transition) where the isos-
bestic point is m ore clearly observed. The low-energy
feature in the insulating phase is determ ined by ther-
m ally generated double occupancies which becom e un-
populated at lowertem perature. The high-energy peak
re
ects the energy scale for excitationsacrossthe M ott
gap and isrelativelydispersionlessduetothelocalnature
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FIG .9: Inelastic x-ray scattering response U = 2t� in the

A 1g channelalong (a)theBZ diagonaland (b)along thezone

edge.Thesolid,dotted,short-dashed and long-dashed curves

correspond to tem peratures T = 0:1;0.25,0.5,1.0,respec-

tively.

ofthecorrelations.In contrast,thelow-energy featureis
aconsequenceoftherm allygenerated doubleoccupancies
which open alow-energyband (up toenergies � t�)able
to scatterx-rays. The low energy peak dispersesdue to
Landau dam ping by thetherm ally generated excitations,
created in greater num bers at larger q. These excita-
tionsare frozen outfordecreasing tem perature and the
low-energy intensity disappears. O nly scattering across
the M ott gap rem ains at an energy transfer ofU . The
charge-transfer peak for all q broadens for increasing
tem perature while the low-energy peak gains intensity
from zero as tem perature is increased, particularly in
the B 1g channel. As a consequence,both B 1g and A 1g

possessa non-dispersiveisosbesticpoint| a frequency at
which thespectra aretem peratureindependent| around
� � U=2.Thisresultagreeswith ourpreviousresultsfor
U = 4 in which the two peaksarefurtherseparated and
the isosbesticpointism oreclearly observed.
W e note that even in the insulating case there is no

spectral weight at sm all energy transfers for the A 1g

channel. Thus we note that regardless ofthe strength
ofthe correlations,the Ram an response (q= 0) and the
inelastic x-ray response atsm allq should be dom inated
by theB 1g response.Thiscan bean im portantdiagnos-
tic toolfor investigating the nature ofcharge dynam ics
in di�erentregionsoftheBZ dueto theprojection ofthe
B 1g scattering am plitude form factorscom pared to A 1g.

V . SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In sum m ary,wehaveconstructed aform ally exactthe-
ory fornon-resonantx-ray scattering in a system which
can be tuned across a quantum m etal-insulator transi-
tion. W e focused on the polarization and m om entum
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FIG .10: D etailofthe low energy inelastic x-ray scattering

response U = 2t
�
along the zone diagonal for (a) the B 1g

channeland (b)the A 1g channelforthe tem peraturesshown

in Figs.8 and 9.

transferdependence ofthe resulting spectra asa way of
discerning the role ofelectron correlations. In particu-
lar,the way in which spectralweightistransferred over
di�erentfrequency regionsasa function oftem perature
can shed im portantlighton thestrength oftheelectronic
correlations,and the m om entum dependence ofthe ob-
served spectra can be used to determ ine \hot regions"
on the FS.In general,the tem perature and polarization
dependenceofthespectrum wouldassistin an interpreta-
tion ofobserved peaksin thex-rayspectrum ofcorrelated
insulatorsforexam ple.
In addition we have pointed outa num beroffeatures

which re
ect the nature of the electronic correlations.
O ne im portant�nding concernsthe polarization depen-
dence ofthe results for m om entum transfers at the BZ
corner(�;�;:::�). In a theory in which the correlations
arepurely localwe�nd thattheresponsefunction should
be identicalatthispointforboth A 1g and B 1g scatter-
inggeom etriesand thatany di�erencescan beattributed
to theim portanceofnon-localcorrelations(indeed,they
are identicalfor� 1 � X � 0 along the generalized zone
boundary).In addition wehavepointed outthatforlow
q thefullresponseisdom inated bytheB 1g channelwhich
projectsoutparticle-holeexcitations.Thusin thislim it,
the excitationscan be directly probed and tracked asa
function oftem perature.
There iscurrently lim ited experim entaldata concern-

ing the polarization and/or tem perature dependence of
the observed spectra in eithercorrelated m etalsorinsu-
latorsand thusm any ofourpredictionsrem ain open to
experim entalveri�cation. At this stage current experi-
m entshave focused on collective excitationssuch asthe
plasm on3 or orbiton11 or excitations acrossa M ott gap
in correlated insulators5,6,7,10. O ur theory would pre-
dictseveralnew e�ectswhich could serveasa �ngerprint
ofthe role ofelectronic correlations in both correlated
m etals and insulators by a system atic study ofthe de-

pendence on tem perature and polarization orientations.
In particularone could use x-ray scattering to elucidate
electron dynam ics nearand through a quantum critical
m etal-insulatortransition.
O urtheory doesnotaddresstheroleofresonantscat-

tering and the connection to m ultiband system s. To
captureresonancee�ects,detailed inform ation isneeded
abouttheenergy separation ofthevariousbandsaswell
asthem atrix elem entswhich couplethevalenceand con-
duction bandsvia lightscattering.Fora M ottinsulator
thiswould include resonanttransitionsbetween the up-
per and lower Hubbard bands as wellas between exci-
tons. Recently thishasbeen addressed via exactdiago-
nalization studies16 and a spin-polaron approach17,and
itsform ulation fortheFalicov-K im ballm odeliscurrently
underinvestigation byus.A m orerealistictheoryforres-
onantinelasticx-ray scattering should also include reso-
nanttransitionsin which the deep core hole (created by
theincidentx-ray)decaysvia Augerprocessesand m ust
also include the strong perturbing e�ectofthe corehole
on any interm ediatestates(such asband statesorcollec-
tive m odesofthe system such asplasm onsorm agnons)
accessibleto scattering transitions13.
W e have also chosen to focus on the param agnetic

m etalto param agneticinsulatortransition.TheFalicov-
K im ball m odel however possesses phases containing
chargeorderand phaseseparation.Itwouldbeextrem ely
usefulto exam ine the excitations in the ordered phases
via light scattering in this m odel. M ore generally,dy-
nam icalm ean �eld theory can be used to address the
excitationsin the ordered phase ofthism odelaswellas
the Hubbard m odel.
W e close with a discussion ofthe applicability ofour

resultsforthe lim itoflarge dim ensionsto �nite dim en-
sionalsystem s. O ne im portantconsequence oflowerdi-
m ensions would be that the selfenergy and irreducible
vertex function willnotbestrictly localand them om en-
tum dependence m ay crucially alter not only the for-
m alism but also the spectralevolution ofthe response
ascorrelationsare changed via doping. Particularly the
spectra m ight show dispersive features which are m uch
m orecom plex than the oneswe observed in these calcu-
lations. W e again note that the inelastic x-ray spectra
form om entum transfersattheBZ cornerwould bevery
usefulto quantify theim portanceofthesenon-localcor-
relations. O ne should note,however,that the \rough-
ness" ofthe Ferm isurface actually sim pli�es as the di-
m ensionality islowered,so the in�nite-d resultsalready
includem any com plex geom etricale�ectsofthein�nite-
dim ensionalhypercubicFerm isurface.
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