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addition spectralfunction,dynam icalstructure factor,and spin singlet Cooper pair

additionspectralfunction.O urresultsprovidephysicallyinterestinginform ationabout

the �nite-energy spectralproperties ofthe m any-electron one-dim ensionalquantum

liquid.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,64.60.Fr,11.30.-j,71.10.Pm

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307729v3


One and Two-Electron SpectralFunction Expressions... 2

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

Recentexperim entalstudiesofquasi-one-dim ensional(1D)m aterialsobserved unusual

�nite-energy/frequency spectralproperties,which are far from being wellunderstood

[1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Several of these experim ental studies reveal the occurrence of

charge-spin separation in term s of independent holon and spinon excitation m odes

[2,4,5,6,7,8,9,10]. For values ofthe excitation energy larger than the transfer

integralsassociated with electron hopping between the chains,the 1D Hubbard m odel

[11]is expected to provide a good description ofthe physics ofthese m aterials[4,5].

Unfortunately,an accurate determ ination ofthe spectralpropertiesfor�nite valuesof

the excitation energy and ofthe Coulom b repulsion is untilnow stilllacking. M ost

accurateresultscorrespond to thelim itofin�niteon-siteCoulom b repulsion [12]where

theBethe-ansatz[11]wavefunction iseasierto handle,yetthesolution oftheproblem

rem ainscom plex in thislim it.

In thispaperwecom binetheholon,spinon,and pseudoparticleaccuratedescription

recently introduced and studied in Refs. [6,7]and the pseudoferm ion representation

very recently introduced in Ref. [8]with sym m etries ofthe 1D Hubbard m odelto

derivegeneralexpressionsforfew-electron spectralfunctionsin thevicinity ofthelower

lim itoftheupperHubbard bands.For�nitevaluesoftheexcitation energy and on-site

repulsion U therearenotm any previousstudiesoffew-electron spectralfunction weight

distributions.Theinteresting studiesoftheone-electron spectralfunctionspresented in

Ref.[12]referto thelim itofin�niteU.Therearenum ericalstudiesofthesefunctions

for U � 4t[13]. M oreover,the weight distribution ofthe realpart ofthe frequency

dependentopticalconductivity in the vicinity ofthe opticalpseudogap waspreviously

studied in Refs.[14,15].Thevery recentresultspresented in Ref.[10]referto theone-

electron spectral-function weight-distribution in the vicinity ofsingular branch lines.

Som e of these lines cross the upper-Hubbard band lower-lim it points considered in

this paper. However,our results are com plem entary ofthose presented in Ref. [10],

which wereobtained by useofthem ethod ofRef.[16].Indeed,ourweight-distribution

expressionsarevalid when oneapproachesthesepointsalongall�nite-weightdirections

exceptthose corresponding to the above-m ention singularbranch lines. The valuesof

thecriticalexponentswhich controltheweightdistribution aredi�erentfortheselines

and foralltherem aining directionsofthe(k;!)-planeconsidered here.

W e evaluate expressions for the critical exponents that control the weight

distribution offew-electron spectralfunctionsforexcitation energies corresponding to

the vicinity ofthe M th upperHubbard band lower-lim itpoints. (The m ethod used in

thispaperisdi�erentfrom thatofRef. [16],which wasused in Ref. [10]in the study

oftheweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthesingularbranch lines.) Ourstudiesrely

on a sym m etry which is speci�c for the m odelwhen de�ned in the reduced Hilbert

subspaceassociated with the(k;!)-planeregion in thevicinity oftheabovelower-lim it

points. Few-electron spectralfunctionscan include severalupperHubbard bands,the

M th band beingspanned by excited statesofrotated electron doubleoccupation M > 0.
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The lowerHubbard band correspondsto the spectral-weightdistribution generated by

excited statesofrotated-electron doubleoccupation M = 0.Forone-electron and two-

electron spectralfunctionsonly the �rstfew upperbandshave a signi�cantam ountof

spectralweight[16].Although ourgeneralexpressionsreferto thelower-lim itpointsof

allupperHubbard bands,weapplyourm ethod onlytothestudy ofweightdistributions

correspondingtoupperbandswith asigni�cantam ountofspectralweight.Fortheone-

electron addition spectralfunction and dynam icalstructurefactor(and thespin singlet

Cooperpairaddition spectralfunction)only the M = 1 �rstHubbard band has(and

both the M = 1 �rst and M = 2 second upper Hubbard bands have) a signi�cant

am ountofweight.

Ourm otivation in studying the�nite-energy one-electron spectralfunction isthat

ourm ethod providestheexponentsofthesingularspectralfeaturesbeyond thebranch

linesconsidered in Ref.[10].Thelatterlinesareobserved in quasi-1D m aterials[9,10].

Thus,the study ofother �nite-energy singular spectralfeatures is ofinterest for the

further understanding ofthe unusualspectralproperties observed in these m aterials.

Both forthedynam icalstructurefactorand otherspectralfunctionswedonotconsider

the low-energy featuresbecause those can be investigated by standard two-com ponent

conform al-�eld theory. Our aim in studying the Cooper-pair spectralfunction is to

clarify whetherthere are singularspectralfeaturesatthe upper-Hubbard bandslower

lim it. Indeed,in the lim it ofsm allon-site repulsion and for electronic densities very

close to one,such singular features would appear at low energy and could lead to a

superconductivity instability in a system ofweakly coupled Hubbard chains,asfurther

discussed in latersections.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.IIwesum m arizethe1D Hubbard m odel.

In Sec.IIIweintroducetheholon-spinon Ham iltonian and studythe1D Hubbard m odel

spectrum in the vicinity ofthe lower lim it ofthe upper Hubbard bands. In Sec. IV

we use the holon and spinon conservation lawsand othersym m etries ofthe m odelin

the evaluation ofgeneralexpressionsforfew-electron spectralfunctions. M oreover,we

apply ourm ethod tothestudy oftheone-electron addition spectralfunction,dynam ical

structure factor,and singlet Cooper pair addition spectralfunction. Finally,Sec. V

containstheconcluding rem arks.

2. T H E 1D H U B B A R D M O D EL

In a chem icalpotential� and m agnetic �eld H the 1D Hubbard Ham iltonian can be

written as,

Ĥ = Ĥ SO (4)+
X

�= c;s

�� Ŝ
�
z ;

Ĥ SO (4) = �t

N aX

j= 1

X

�= ";#

[c
y

j;� cj+ 1;� + c
y

j+ 1;� cj;�]+ U

N aX

j= 1

[̂nj;" � 1=2][̂nj;# � 1=2];

(1)
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where c
y

j;� and cj;� are the spin � electron creation and annihilation operatorsatsite

j,respectively. The operator n̂j;� = c
y

j;� cj;� countsthe num berofspin � electronsat

real-spacelatticesitej= 1;:::;N a.Thenum beroflatticesitesN a iseven and largeand

N a=2isodd.W econsiderperiodicboundaryconditions.M oreover,�c = 2�,�s = 2�0H ,

�0 is the Bohr m agneton,and Ŝc
z = �(1=2)[N a � N̂ ]and Ŝs

z = �(1=2)[N̂ " � N̂ #]are

the diagonalgeneratorsofthe �-spin and spin SU(2)algebras [17],respectively. The

operators N̂ =
P

� N̂ � and N̂ � =
P

j n̂j;� count the num ber ofelectrons and spin �

electrons,respectively. The Ham iltonian Ĥ SO (4) de�ned in Eq.(1)com m uteswith the

six generatorsofthe�-spin and spin algebras[17].The Bethe-ansatz solvability ofthe

1D Hubbard m odelisrestricted to the Hilbertsubspace spanned by the lowest-weight

states(LW Ss)ofthe � spin and spin algebras,i.e. such thatS� = �S�
z [6]for� = c

and � = s,respectively. Here Sc (and Ss) denotes the �-spin (and spin) value. The

m om entum operatorreads,

P̂ =
X

�= ";#

X

k

N̂ �(k)k; (2)

where the spin � m om entum distribution operator is given by N̂ �(k) = c
y

k;� ck;� and

theoperatorc
y

k;� (and ck;�)creates(and annihilates)a spin � electron atm om entum k.

Them om entum operator(2)com m uteswith theHam iltoniansofEq.(1).

ThereareN " spin-up electronsand N # spin-down electronsin thechain ofN a sites,

lattice constanta,and length L = [N a a]associated with the m odel(1). Throughout

this paper we use units of Planck constant one and of lattice spacing a = 1 and

denote the electronic charge by �e. The Ferm i m om enta read kF � = �n� and

kF = �[kF "+ kF #]=2= �n=2,wheren� = N �=N a and n = N =N a.Theelectronicdensity

can bewritten asn = n" + n# and thespin density isgiven by m = n" � n#.In general

we considerelectronic densitiesn and spin densitiesm in the dom ains0 � n � 1 and

0� m � n,respectively.Ourgeneralcorrelation-function expressionsarederived forthe

m etallicphaseofelectronicdensities0< n < 1 and spin densities0< m < n.However,

taking thelim itn ! 1 in som eoftheseexpressionsleadsto correctexpressionsforthe

n = 1 M ott-Hubbard insulator phase. Also the m = 0 spectralfunction expressions

can in generalbe obtained by taking the lim itm ! 0 in ourgeneralexpressions. In

our applications to the study ofspeci�c spectralfunctions we consider such m = 0

expressionsonly.

Theconceptofrotated electron [6,7,8]isassociated with aunitary transform ation

introduced inRef.[18].Forsuch rotatedelectrons,doubleoccupationisagoodquantum

num berforallvaluesoftheon-site Coulom bian repulsion U.The electronsthatoccur

in the 1D Hubbard m odel(1)are de�ned by c
y

j;�,while the rotated electron operator

~c
y

j;� is given by, ~c
y

j;� = V̂ y(U=t)c
y

j;� V̂ (U=t),where V̂ (U=t) is the electron -rotated-

electron unitary operator de�ned by Eqs. (10)-(12) ofRef. [8]. As a result ofthe

Hilbert-space electron -rotated-electron unitary rotation,allenergy eigenstatesofthe

m odelare described in term sofoccupancy con�gurationsofsc = 1=2 and �c = �1=2

holons,ss = 1=2and �s = �1=2spinons,and cpseudoparticles[6].Herewedenoted the
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�-spin and spin projectionsofthequantum objectsby �c and �s,respectively,whereas

their �-spin and spin values are denoted by sc and ss,respectively. In this paper we

callthe holons and spinons according to their values of�c = �1=2 and �s = �1=2,

respectively. W e denote by M �;� 1=2 the num ber of �1=2 holons (� = c) or �1=2

spinons (� = s). The value ofthe num ber ofrotated-electron doubly occupied and

unoccupied sites (and spin-down and spin-up rotated-electron singly occupied sites)

equals that ofthe holon num bers M c;� 1=2 and M c;+ 1=2 (and spinon num bers M s;� 1=2

and M s;+ 1=2),respectively. Thus,rotated-electron double occupation M is such that

M = M c;� 1=2. M oreover,M � = M �;+ 1=2 + M �;� 1=2 and N c = M s,where N c is the

num berofcpseudoparticles.The�1=2 holonsand cpseudoparticlescarry charge�2e

and �e,respectively,whereasthe spinonshave no charge degreesoffreedom . The c�

pseudoparticles(and s� pseudoparticles)associated with Takahasi’scharge (and spin)

idealstringexcitationsoflength � [11,6]are�-spin singlet2�-holon (and spin singlet2�-

spinon)com positequantum objects[6,7,8].The�1=2holons(and �1=2spinons)which

are notpartofsuch 2�-holon com posite c� pseudoparticles (and 2�-spinon com posite

s� pseudoparticles) are called �1=2 Yang holons (and �1=2 HL spinons) [6]. In the

designationsHL spinon and Yang holon,HL standsforHeilm ann and Lieb and Yang

refers to C.N.Yang,respectively, who are the authors ofthe papers ofRef. [17].

W e denote by N �� the num berofcom posite �� pseudoparticlesbelonging to branches

� = c;s and � = 1;2;:::.W e callL�;� 1=2 the num berof�1=2 Yang holons(� = c)or

�1=2 HL spinons(� = s).NotethatM �;� 1=2 = L�;� 1=2 +
P 1

�= 1� N��.

Below we are m ostly interested in excited states without HL spinons and s�

pseudoparticles such that � > 1. Therefore, for sim plicity often we replace the

pseudoparticle branch index s1 by s. Thus,throughout this paper the notations s1

and sareequivalent.Forthesubspacesspanned by theground stateand excited states

generated from it by a �nite num ber ofpseudoparticle and/or Yang holon processes,

the c,s,and c1 pseudoparticles carry band m om entum q such that jqj � q0c = �,

jqj� q0s = kF ,and jqj� q0c1 = [� � 2kF ],respectively.Thisrefersto electronicdensities

0 < n < 1 and spin density m = 0. For these densities the ground state is such

thatthereareno �1=2 Yang holons,thec1 and s pseudoparticle bandsareem pty and

�lled,respectively,and the c pseudoparticles occupy 0 � jqj� q0F c = 2kF and thus

leave2kF < jqj� � em pty [6,7].Following thenotation ofRef.[7],wecallan electron

ensem blespaceaHilbertsubspacespanned by allstateswith �xed valuesfortheN " and

N # electron num bers.Furtherm ore,wecallaCPHS ensem blespace,whereCPHS stands

forcpseudoparticle,�1=2 holon,and �1=2 spinon,a Hilbertsubspace spanned by all

stateswith �xed valuesforthe num bersN c,M c;� 1=2,and M s;� 1=2. A CPHS ensem ble

subspace isa Hilbertsubspace spanned by allstateswith �xed valuesforthe num bers

N c,Lc;� 1=2,and Ls;� 1=2 and forthesetsofnum bersfN c�g and fN s�g corresponding to

� = 1;2;:::branches.W enotethatonedoesnotneed to provide the valuesofM c;+ 1=2

and M s;+ 1=2 in orderto specify a CPHS ensem ble space,since these num bers are not

independent [7]. Also the num bers Lc;+ 1=2 and Ls;+ 1=2 are not independent and one

doesnotneed to providethesevaluesin orderto specify a CPHS ensem ble subspace.
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Finally,letusintroducetheusefulquantum num ber� = sgn(q)1= �1which refers

to the num berofrightpseudoparticle m overs(� = +1)and leftpseudoparticle m overs

(� = �1). The num bersNc;� ofc pseudoparticlesand N ��;� of�� pseudoparticlesof�

characterare good quantum num bers.W e thusintroduce the cpseudoparticle and ��

pseudoparticlecurrentnum bers,

Jc =
1

2

X

�= � 1

(�)Nc;�; J�� =
1

2

X

�= � 1

(�)N��;�: (3)

The num bers N c;� and N ��;� can be expressed as N c;� = N c=2 + � Jc and N ��;� =

N ��=2+ � J��.

Each CPHS ensem ble Hilbert subspace characterized by �xed values forthe sets

ofnum bers N c,fN ��g such that� = c;s and � = 1;2;3;:::,and fL�;� 1=2g such that

� = c;scontainsdi�erentsubspaceswith di�erentvaluesforthesetsofcurrentnum bers

Jc and fJ��g such that� = c;s and � = 1;2;:::.According to thenotation ofRef.[8],

wecallthesesubspacesJ-CPHS ensem ble subspaces.

3. T H E H O LO N -SPIN O N H A M ILT O N IA N A N D T H E U PPER

H U B B A R D B A N D S LO W ER LIM IT SPEC T R U M

Thecorrelationfunction expressionsaredeterm ined bytransitionsfrom theground state

to excited states. Letusconsiderthatthe initialground state belongsto a canonical

ensem ble space associated with densitiessuch that0 < n < 1 and 0 < m < n. Often

we consider such ground states. In the application ofourresults to the evaluation of

speci�c spectralfunction expressionswe are m ostly interested in m = 0 initialground

states.Fortunately,weareableto derivethecorresponding m = 0 expressionsfrom the

generalcorrelation functionsexpressionsobtained for0< m < n.Letusintroducethe

Ham iltonians Ĥ G L and Ĥ H S such that,

Ĥ G L = Ĥ � Ĥ H S ;

Ĥ H S = 2� M̂ c;� 1=2 + 2�0H
h

M̂ s;� 1=2 � N̂ s1

i

+

1X

�= 2

�0s�(0)N̂ s� : (4)

Here Ĥ is the 1D Hubbard m odel(1), Ĥ H S is the holon-spinon Ham iltonian,and in

Ĥ G L thelettersGL stand forgapless.Indeed,theenergy spectrum oftheHam iltonian

Ĥ G L ofEq. (4) is gapless. M oreover, M̂ �;� 1=2 is the �1=2 holon (� = c) and �1=2

spinon (� = s)num beroperatorgiven in Eqs. (24)and (25)ofRef. [8],N̂ s� isthe s�

pseudoparticlenum beroperator,and �0s�(q)isthes� pseudoparticleenergyband de�ned

in Refs.[6,7,8].Form ! 0 and � > 1 thisenergy band issuch that�0s�(q)= 0.

Sincethenum bersof�1=2 holons,�1=2 spinons,and s� pseudoparticlesaregood

quantum num bers,thethreeHam iltoniansofEq.(4)com m ute with each other.Thus,

these Ham iltonians have the sam e energy eigenstates,only the corresponding energy

eigenvalues being in generaldi�erent. Let us consider an energy-E eigenstate ofthe
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1D Hubbard m odel. Such a state is also an energy eigenstate of the holon-spinon

Ham iltonian Ĥ H S whoseenergy eigenvalue !H S reads,

!H S = 2� M c;� 1=2 + 2�0H
h

M s;� 1=2 � N s1

i

+

1X

�= 2

�
0

s�(0)N s� : (5)

Itisalso an energy eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian Ĥ G L ofEq.(4)ofeigenvalue E G L =

[E � !H S].Analysisofthe�nite-sizecorrectionsoftheenergy �E G L = [E G L � E G S]� 0

ofalllow-energy statesoftheHam iltonian Ĥ G L revealsthattheground stateofthe1D

Hubbard m odelisalso thestateofm inim alenergy �E G L = [E G L � E G S]= 0 forsuch a

Ham iltonian.Indeed,forallcanonicalensem ble spacesthe latterHam iltonian and the

1D Hubbard m odel(1)have the sam e ground state. The generalspectrum ofinterest

for the problem ofthe few-electron spectralfunctions ofthe 1D Hubbard m odelfor

excitation energies! = [E � E G S]= !H S+ �E G L such that�E G L = [E G L � E G S issm all

can bewritten asthesum ofthe�niteenergy !H S plusthegaplesscontribution �E G L

expressed in term softhepseudoparticle energy bands[7,8].Thisgaplesscontribution

istheexcitation energy ofthesam estatesrelativeto theHam iltonian Ĥ G L ofEq.(4).

The ground-statenorm al-ordered expression ofan operator Ô isde�ned as:Ô :�

Ô � hGSjÔjGSi,where jGSiisthe ground state.Letjexibe any excited state.The

corresponding deviation �O isde�ned as�O � hexj Ôjexi� hGSjÔjGSi.From now

on wewilldealm ostly with thetwo Ham iltonians(1)and Ĥ G L ofEq.(4)whileacting

in thereduced Hilbertsubspacesspanned by excited stateswith sm allexcitation energy

�E G L fortheHam iltonian Ĥ G L.Thus,itisusefultointroducetheground-statenorm al-

ordered Ham iltonians:Ĥ G L :and :Ĥ :such that,

:Ĥ G L :=:Ĥ :� Ĥ H S ; (6)

where Ĥ isthe1D Hubbard m odel(1).(Notethatsincetheenergy eigenvalue!H S (5)

ofthe holon-spinon Ham iltonian Ĥ H S vanishes for the ground state,its ground-state

norm al-ordered expression issuch that:Ĥ H S := Ĥ H S.) W hiletheHam iltonian :Ĥ G L :

ofEq. (6)describesthe gaplesspartofthe excitations,the holon-spinon Ham iltonian

Ĥ H S ofEqs. (4)and (6)controlsthe �nite-energy physics. Creation ofa �1=2 holon

requiresa m inim alam ountofexcitation energy 2�.Creation ofa �1=2 spinon (except

those which are part ofs1 pseudoparticles) requires a m inim alam ount ofexcitation

energy 2�0H .Creation ofa s� pseudoparticleofbare-m om entum q and belonging to a

� > 1branch involvescreation of� �1=2spinonsand isassociated with an energy given

by2��0H + �0s�(q).Creationofac� pseudoparticleofbare-m om entum qinvolvescreation

of� �1=2 holonsand requiresan am ountofenergy 2�� + �0c�(q). (The pseudoparticle

energy bands�0s�(q)and �
0
c�(q)arestudied in Refs.[6,7].)

Although our expressions refer to general values of spin density m such that

0 < m < n,in the case ofapplicationsto few-electron spectralfunctionswe are m ost

interested in zero-m agnetization.Thus,forsim plicity weconsiderexcited stateswithout

�1=2 HL spinons and without s� pseudoparticles belonging to � > 1 branches. W e

em phasize that�nite-energy states with �nite occupancies for these quantum objects
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play an im portantroleonly for�nitevaluesofthespin density.Onearrivestothesam e

�nalm = 0 expressions from our general0 < m < n schem e regardless we consider

excited states with or without�1=2 HL spinons and s� pseudoparticles belonging to

� > 1 branches.

For m ! 0 intial ground states only excited states with �nite �1=2 holon

occupancies have a gapped energy spectrum . These states have a m inim al �nite

excitation energy given by,

!H S = E u M c;� 1=2 = E u

h

Lc;� 1=2 +

1X

�= 1

� Nc�

i

; (7)

Here the energy E u � 2� is de�ned by Eq. (107) ofRef. [8]. In the lim it m ! 0

and for 0 � n � 1 it is an increasing function ofthe on-site repulsion U such that

E u = 4tcos(�n=2)forU=t! 0 and Eu = U + 4tcos(�n)forU=t! 1 .Forany valueof

U=titisadecreasingfunction oftheelectronicdensity n such thatE u = U + 4tasn ! 0

and E u approachesthe value ofthe M ott-Hubbard gap E M H asn ! 1. Forvaluesof

rotated-electron doubleoccupation M such thatM > 0,theenergy !H S = M E u ofEq.

(7)is�niteand correspondsto thelowerlim itoftheM th upperHubbard band.

Transitions from a ground state to excited states belonging to a given J-CPHS

ensem ble subspace can be labelled by the set of deviation num bers and deviation

currentnum bersf�N �g,f�J �g,f�N c�g= fN c�g,f�J c�g= fJc�g,and f�L c;� 1=2g=

fLc;� 1=2g where � = c;s and � = 1;2;:::. Since there are no c� pseudoparticles and

�1=2 Yang holons in the ground state,below we replace the deviations �N c�,�J c�,

and �L c;� 1=2 by the corresponding num ber and current num ber values N c�,Jc�,and

Lc;� 1=2,respectively.Allstatesbelonging to thesam eJ-CPHS ensem blesubspacehave

the sam e num ber of�1=2 holons and thus the sam e energy eigenvalue !H S = M E u

relative to the holon-spinon Ham iltonian Ĥ H S ofEq. (4).W e are m ostly interested in

the reduced J-CPHS ensem ble subspaces. Such subspaces are the part ofthe general

J-CPHS ensem blesubspaceswhich isspanned by statesofexcitation energy ! (relative

to the1D Hubbard m odel)such that�E G L = (! � M E u)issm all.Transitionsfrom a

ground statetothesestatescorrespond totransitionstothelowerlim itoftheM th upper

Hubbard band. Im portantly,the c� pseudoparticle creation processes which generate

the M c;� 1=2 = M = 1;2;:::excited statesofvanishing energy �E G L � 0 and M > 0

excitation energy�E = ! � M E u forthe1D Hubbardm odelinvolvec� pseudoparticles

ofbare-m om entum value q � �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]only. In addition,these states can

involve �1=2 Yang holons creation and low-energy c and s pseudoparticle creation

and/or annihilation and particle-hole pseudoparticle processes in the vicinity ofthe

corresponding cand s pseudoparticle Ferm ipoints.M oreover,since weareconsidering

�nalstates with no �1=2 HL spinons and no s� pseudoparticles belonging to � > 1

branches,the num ber deviations and num bers �N c,�N s,Lc;� 1=2,and fN c�g where

� = 1;2;:::obey the sum rules (51) and (52) of Ref. [7]with �L s;� 1=2 = 0 and

�N s� = 0 for� > 1 (In thatreferenceNs� isdenoted by N s;�.)

W hen de�ned in a reduced J-CPHS ensem ble subspace,the m om entum operator
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(2)can bewritten in norm alorderrelativeto theground stateasfollows,

:P̂ := P̂0+ :P̂G L :;

P̂0 =
X

�= c;s

q
0

F � 2 :Ĵ� :+

1X

�= 1

2kF 2Ĵc� + � M̂ c;� 1=2: (8)

Here P̂0 is the m om entum associated with the holon-spinon Ham iltonian Ĥ H S ofEq.

(4). M oreover,the ground-state norm al-ordered operator : P̂G L :ofEq. (8) is the

m om entum operatorassociated with theHam iltonian :Ĥ G L :ofEq.(6)and reads,

:P̂G L :=
2�

N a

X

�= c;s

:N̂ � :
h

:Ĵ� :���;c

1X

�= 1

Ĵc�

i

+ P̂ph ;

P̂ph =
2�

N a

X

�= c;s

X

�= � 1

�N̂ ph
�;�: (9)

The operator P̂ph is such that N̂ ph
�;� counts the num ber N

ph
�;� ofm om entum � [2�=Na]

elem entary particle-hole pseudoparticle processes around the � = c and � = s Ferm i

points� q0F c = � 2kF and � q0F s = � kF #,respectively.

The m om entum operators involved in Eq. (8) com m ute with each other and

with the three Ham iltonians appearing in Eq. (6). Thus,the energy eigenstates are

also eigenstates of the latter m om entum operators. The corresponding m om entum

eigenvaluesaresuch that,

�P = k
l
M +�P G L ; k

l
M =

X

�= c;s

q
0

F � 2�J �+

1X

�= 1

2kF 2Jc�+� M c;� 1=2:(10)

The index llabelsthe di�erentm om entum valuesklM occurring forthe sam e value of

rotated-electron doubleoccupation M ,asillustrated in theapplicationsprovided below.

Them om entum �P G L ofEq.(10)reads,

�P G L =
2�

N a

h

�N c[�J c�

1X

�= 1

Jc�]+ �N s�J s +
X

�= � 1

X

�= c;s

� Nph�;�

i

: (11)

The current num ber deviations �J c,�J s,and Jc� = �J c� ofEqs. (10)and (11)are

given by,

�J c =
��N c + �N s +

P 1
�= 1N c�

2

�

m od1; �J s =
��N c

2

�

m od1;

Jc� =
1

2

X

�= � 1

� Nc�;�: (12)

The m om entum valuesklM de�ned in Eq.(10)play thesam e rolefortheJ-CPHS

ensem blesubspacesastheenergies!H S = M E u fortheCPHS ensem blespaces.W hile

the straight horizontalline (k;! = M E u) de�nes the lower lim it ofthe M
th upper

Hubbard band,thepoints(k = klM ;! = M E u)ofthesam elinede�netheedgesofthe

M th upper Hubbard band,as furtherdiscussed in Sec. IV.W e callH red the reduced

J-CPHS ensem blesubspacesspanned by statesofm om entum k and excitation energy !

such that(k� klM )and (! � M E u)aresm all.Thesesubspacesarecharacterized both
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by speci�cvaluesforthesetofdeviation num bersand num bersf�N �g,fN c�g,f�J �g,

fJc�g,and fLc;� 1=2g where � = c;s and � = 1;2;:::and by sm allvaluesfor(k � klM )

and (! � M E u).

Itisusefulforourstudiesto �nd thespeci�cform ofthegeneralenergy spectrum

�E G L ofthe Ham iltonian : Ĥ G L :of Eq. (6) for the excited states which span a

reduced subspace H red. Thatenergy spectrum can be expressed in term s ofa phase-

shift m om entum functionalassociated with pseudoferm ions introduced in Ref. [8].

Accordingtotheresultsofthatreference,thereisacanonicaltransform ation thatm aps

� pseudoparticlesand c� pseudoparticlesonto� pseudoferm ionsand c� pseudoferm ions,

respectively.W hilethe� pseudoparticlesand c� pseudoparticlescarry bare-m om entum

q,the� pseudoferm ionscarry m om entum �q= q+ Q �(q)=N a and thec� pseudoferm ions

carry m om entum �q = q+ Q c�(q)=N a.The functionalsQ �(q)and Q c�(q)are de�ned in

Eq.(73)ofRef.[8].Aftersom e algebra one�ndsthatforthe above states�E G L has

thefollowing leading-order1=N a �nite-sizeenergy term s,

�E G L =
2�

N a

X

�= c;s

X

�= � 1

v�

h

� �
� + N ph

�;�

i

+ O (
1

N a

): (13)

Here v� standsforthe lightgroup velocity v� � v�(q
0
F �)where v�(q)= @��(q)=@q for

� = cand � = s.M oreover,N ph
�;� = 0;1;2;:::isthenum berofelem entary particle-hole

pseudoparticle processesaround the� = �1 Ferm ipointsofthecand s pseudoparticle

bandsand 2� �
� standsforthefollowing functional,

2� �
� =

hN a

2�

�

�q 0

F �;�+
Q �(q

0
F �;�)

N a

�i2
; � = c;s; � = �1; (14)

where Q �(q)=N a is the above � pseudoferm ion m om entum functional. Note that

since �q = q + Q �(q)=N a, the functional (14) is proportional to the square of the

� pseudoferm ion Ferm im om entum deviation ��q 0
F �;� = �q 0

F �;� + Q �(q
0
F �;�)=N a. In

Appendix A it is found that for the excited states that span the reduced J-CPHS

ensem ble subspacesH red thefunctional(14)can bewritten as,

2� �
� =

h

�
X

�0= c;s

�
0

�;� 0

�N �0

2
+ �

1

�;c[�J c�

1X

�= 1

Jc�]+ �
1

�;s �J s

i2
: (15)

Heretheparam eters�
j

�;� 0 arede�ned by Eq.(A.2)ofAppendix A.

A property with a deep physicalm eaning isthatthe�nite-sizeenergy spectrum of

the c� pseudoparticlesvanishesasthe lim itq ! �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]isapproached. In

thatlim itthec� pseudoparticlesbecom elocalized and non-interactingobjects,asfound

in Ref.[7]and discussed in Appendix A.In contrast,creation ofc� pseudoparticlesat

otherbare-m om entum valuesleadsto �nite-size c� energy correctionsand to valuesof

excitation energy ! such that �E G L = (! � M E u) is �nite. In that case the �nite-

energy problem cannot be m apped onto a low-energy conform al-�eld theory and our

m ethod does not apply. Behind this vanishing ofthe �nite-size c� energy spectrum

thereisa sym m etry which im posesthatthe�-�1=2 Yang holon and c� pseudoparticle
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energy and m om entum spectra becom e the sam e as q ! �[� � 2kF ]for one ofthe

bare-m om entum values �[� � 2kF ]or +[� � 2kF ]. Creation of� �1=2 Yang holons

contributesto the 1D Hubbard m odelenergy spectrum ! = !H S + �E G L through the

�nite-energy term !H S = M E u ofEq. (7) by an energy am ount � Eu,but does not

lead to any contribution to the gaplessspectrum �E G L (13)and thusto the value of

thefunctional(15).Therefore,an excitation involving cand spseudoparticleprocesses

and creation of� �1=2 Yang holons leads to an energy spectrum ofthe form (13),

whose functional2� �
� isgiven by (15)with �J c �

P 1
�= 1Jc� replaced by �J c. Except

forthisdi�erence,thec� pseudoparticleand �-�1=2 holon contributionsto theenergy

spectrum ! = !H S + �E G L and functional(15)arethesam e.However,theroleofthec

pseudoparticlecurrentnum berdeviation shift�
P 1

�= 1Jc� istointroduceacounterterm

whosepresenceassuresthattwoM > 0�nite-energyexcited stateswith thesam ecands

pseudoparticleoccupanciesandeitheronec� pseudoparticlesuchthat� = M orM �1=2

Yang holons,respectively,have the sam e m om entum and energy spectrum . The sam e

holdsforgeneralM > 0excited statessuch thatM =
P 1

� � Nc�+ Lc;� 1=2.Forsim plicity,

letusconsiderthatM = 1.In thiscasethecurrent�
P 1

�= 1Jc� reads�Jc1 = �1=2 and

zero forcreation ofa c1pseudoparticleand a�1=2 Yangholon,respectively.According

to Eq. (12),for states with the sam e c and s pseudoparticle num ber deviations the

valueoftheccurrentnum berdeviation �J c fortheone-c1 pseudoparticlestatesdi�ers

from the corresponding num ber ofthe one-�1=2 Yang holon states by �1=2. Thus,

foroneofthetwo possible valuesofoppositesign ofthecurrentnum ber�Jc1 = �1=2

such di�erence isprecisely cancelled. Forthatone-c1 pseudoparticle state the current

num ber�J c� Jc1 equalsthecurrentnum ber�J c oftheone-�1=2 Yang holon state.

4. SPEC T R A L FU N C T IO N EX PR ESSIO N S IN T H E V IC IN IT Y O F T H E

U PPER -H U B B A R D B A N D S LO W ER LIM IT S

In this section we derive general �nite-energy expressions for few-electron spectral

functionsforexcitation energy and m om entum valuesin thevicinity ofupper-Hubbard

bandslowerlim its.M oreover,weapply thesegeneralexpressionstothestudy ofspeci�c

one-electron and two-electron functions.

4.1.THE GENERAL FINITE-ENERGY SPECTRAL FUNCTION EXPRESSIONS

Although for M E u > 0 the energy spectrum ! = M E u + �E G L of the the 1D

Hubbard-m odelin the reduced subspace H red refers to a �nite-energy problem , the

functionals 2� �
c and 2� �

s appearing in Eq. (13) equal the c and s prim ary-�eld

dim ensions ofa low-energy two-com ponent conform al-�eld theory [19,20]. W e note

that the m om entum spectrum (11) can be expressed in term s ofthese functionals as

�P G L = 2�

N a

P

�= c;s

P

�= � 1� [�
�
� + N ph

�;�]. Furtherm ore,m anipulation on the integral

equations that de�ne the phase shifts ofthe �1�;� 0 and �0�;� 0 expressions given in Eq.

(A.2) of Appendix B, reveals that those are entries of known m atrices. The two
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correspondingm atricesarethetransposeofthedressed chargem atrix and theinverseof

thetransposeofthedressed chargem atrix,respectively,ofthelow-energy 1D Hubbard

m odel conform al �eld theory [19, 20]. This property allows the evaluation of the

1D Hubbard-m odelfew-electron spectralfunction expressions for m om entum k and

excitation energy ! such thatboth (k� klM )and (! � M E u)aresm all.ForM E u > 0

such a 1D Hubbard m odel�nite-energy problem cannot be solved by standard low-

energy conform al�eld theory.

Let �̂#(x;t) (and �̂G L# (x;t)) represent an one-electron or two-electron physical

�eld and # = 1p;�;ss refer for exam ple to one-electron, charge, and singlet

superconductivity, respectively. The tim e evolution of �̂#(x;t) (and �̂G L# (x;t)) is

described by the 1D Hubbard Ham iltonian : Ĥ :(and Ham iltonian : Ĥ G L :ofEq.

(6)).The space translationsaredescribed by the m om entum operator:P̂ :ofEq.(8)

(and : P̂G L :ofEq. (9)). The asym ptotic expression for the low-energy correlation

function ofthephysical�eld �̂G L# (x;t)can beobtained by useofconform al-�eld theory.

Such an expression,com bined with therelation between thethreeHam iltoniansofEq.

(6)and theirsym m etries,isused in Appendix B to show thatthe leading term in the

asym ptotic expansion ofthecorresponding �nite-energy correlation function ofthe1D

Hubbard m odelisofthefollowing form ,

�#(x;t)= hGSj�̂#(x;t)�̂#(0;0)jGSi/
Y

�= c;s

Y

�= � 1

e� i[k
l
M
x� M E u t]

(x � �v� t)
2� �

�

: (16)

Here� �
� isthefunctionalde�ned in Eq.(15)and v� standsforthelightgroup velocity

v� � v�(q
0
F �).Com parison with thelow-energy correlation-function expression (B.2)of

Appendix A for �̂G L# (x;t)revealsthatthereisin expression (16)an extra phasefactor

e� i[k
l
M
x� M E u t].In spiteofthat,forvaluesofthem om entum k and excitation energy !

such thatboth (k� klM )and (! � M E u)aresm alltheasym ptotic ofthe�nite-energy

correlation function is ofalgebraic type. The non-interacting character ofthe �1=2

Yang holonsand c1 pseudoparticlesasthelim itq! �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]isapproached

justi�es that the creation ofsuch objects is a �nite-energy process that leads to the

phase-factore� i[k
l
M
x� M E u t]ofexpression (16)only.

In orderto derive the expressionsofthe few-electron spectralfunctionsone needs

the im aginary part ofthe correlation functions in the k and ! plane. Let �#(k;!)

be the Fourier transform ofthe function �#(x;t) given in Eq. (16). The �#(k;!)

expression iscontrolled by thesam euniversalexponentwhen oneapproachesthepoint

(k = klM ;! = M E u)from alldirections(k ! klM ;! ! M E u)in the �nite spectral-

weightregion correspondingtothereduced subspaceH red,exceptforthefourlinessuch

that(! � M E u)� �v� (k � klM ). (Two linesforeach � = c;s pseudoparticle branch

{ in som ecasesonly two ofthesefourlinesareinsidethe�nitespectral-weightregion.)

These lines are associated with the slope at the point (k = klM ;! = M E u) ofthe

general� branch linesstudied forfew-electron spectralfunctionsin Refs. [10,16]. In

thevicinity oftheselinesthe! dependenceoftheweightdistribution isalso in general

ofpower-law typebutiscontrolled by exponentsdi�erentfrom thatgiven below.Thus,
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ourstudies are com plem entary to those ofRefs. [10,16]. Forsim plicity,we consider

thatthecriticalpointisapproached through thelinede�ned by k = klM and ! ! M E u.

In thiscasewe�nd thefollowing expressionsfor�#(k;!),

Im �#(k
l
M ;!)/

�

! � M E u

��#
; (17)

and

Re�#(k
l
M ;!)/

�

! � M E u

��#
; �# 6= 0;

/ � ln(! � M E u); �# = 0; (18)

wheretheexponentreads,

�# = �2+
X

�= c;s

X

�= � 1

2� �
� ; (19)

and thefunctional2� �
� isgiven in Eq.(15).Expression (17)correspondsto theleading

term ofan expansion in the sm allenergy (! � M E u). The exponent �# is a rapidly

increasing function of the num ber of excited pseudoparticles. The non-interacting

character ofthe �1=2 Yang holonsand q = �q0c� c� pseudoparticles justi�es thatfor

m ! 0 the U=tand n dependence ofthe exponent(19)occursthrough the param eter

K � ofRef. [22]only,ascon�rm ed by the exponentexpressions found below. (Thisis

notin generaltrue forthe branch-line exponents ofRefs. [10,16],whose expressions

involve the m om entum -dependentphase shiftsde�ned in Ref.[8].) Im portantly,when

forone-electron (and two-electron) correlation functions the exponent �# tendsto �1

(and �2) as U=t ! 0 or U=t ! 1 ,expression (17) is not valid. In this lim it the

correlation-function expression issuch that,

�#(k
l
M ;!)/

1

! � M E u � i�
; Im �#(�k

l
M ;!)/ �(! � M Eu);(20)

where � is realand in�nitesim aland thus the spectralfunction Im �#(�k
l
M ;!) is �-

function like.

Forsim plicity,the generalexpression (17)refersto theverticalline corresponding

to to k = klM and sm allvaluesof(! � M E u),yettheexponent(19)controlstheweight

distribution forallotherlinescrossing thepoint(k = klM ;! = M E u)exceptforthe�

branch lines. Thus,although in ourapplicationsto the one-electron addition spectral

function,dynam icalstructurefactor,and singletCooperpairaddition spectralfunction

weusethek = klM expression (17),weem phasizethatsim ilarexpressionsapply to the

weightdistribution associated with m om entum valuesk and excitation energy ! such

that(k� klM )and (! � M E u)aresm all.

Exceptin particularlim itsofparam eterspace,ourpresentm ethod doesnotprovide

thevaluesoftheconstantsthatm ultiply theweight-distribution power-law expressions.

This justi�es the use ofthe proportionally sym bol/ in the generalexpression (17).

Fortunately,thereisa relation between thevalueofthecriticalexponentsthatcontrol
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theweightdistributionsin thevicinity ofthedi�erentupperHubbard band lower-lim it

pointsand therelativevalueofthecorrespondingpower-law m ultiplicativeconstants.In

general,thesm allestisthecriticalexponent,thelargestisthevalueofthecorresponding

m ultiplicativeconstant.Such a relation iscon�rm ed by analysisoftheresultsobtained

forU=t! 1 by the m ethod ofRef.[12].The �nite-U=tnum ericalresultsofRef.[13]

andthesm allU=tresultsofRef.[15]alsocon�rm thatrelation.M oreover,oftentheform

oftheweightdistributionsatU=t= 0alsoprovidesan usefulboundarycondition.Thus,

our considerations for �nite values ofU=tconcerning the relative am ount ofspectral

weight located in the vicinity ofthe di�erent upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points

result from com parison with the known lim iting results,including those given in the

abovereferences.

For M E u = 0 our correlation-function expressions reduce to the well known

conform al-�eld generalexpressions[19].However,forM E u > 0ourexpressionsprovide

new usefulinform ation aboutthe �nite-energy spectralpropertiesofthe 1D Hubbard

m odel.

4.2.INTRODUCTION TO THE FEW -ELECTRON FINITE-ENERGY PROBLEM

Allour applications refer to positive excitation energy !. In this case the general

correlation function �#(k;!)can be written in term sofa Lehm ann representation as

follows,

�#(k;!)=
X

j

jhjjÔ #(k)jGSij
2

! � !j;0 � i�
; (21)

where� ! 0and theoperatorÔ #(k)istheFouriertransform ofthegeneralone-electron

ortwo-electron physical�eld �̂#(x;0)ofEq. (B.3)ofAppendix B.The j sum m ations

run now overallavailable�nalexcited energy eigenstatesand !j;0 = [E i� E G S]arethe

Hubbard-m odelexcitation energiesrelativeto theinitialground state.

In our applications ofthe generalspectral-function expressions we consider the

following operators Ô #(k): The spin-up one-electron addition operator, the charge

operator,and thesinglet-superconductivity Cooper-pairaddition operator,

Ô 1p(k)= c
y

k;"; Ô �(k)=
X

k0

X

�= #;"

c
y

k0;� ck+ k0;� ;

Ô ss(k)=
X

k0

c
y

k0;#c
y

k� k0;": (22)

As above,here we use the notations # = 1p for one-electron,# = � for charge,and

# = ss for s-wave singlet superconductivity. W e are particularly interested in the

spectralfunctionsassociated with theim aginary partofthecorrelation function (21),

Im �#(k;!)= �
X

j

jhjjÔ #(k)jGSij
2�(! � !j;0); # = 1p;�;ss: (23)

W econsiderthecaseofground statesofspin density m ! 0.In thiscasetheenergy

!H S = M E u given in Eq.(7)de�nesthelowerlim itoftheM th upperHubbard band.
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Often the m om entum valuesklM given in Eq. (10)and associated with the M th upper

Hubbard band aresuch thatklM = [� � lk0]where k0 isa spectral-function dependent

m om entum . In our applications we consider Hubbard bands generated by dom inant

processes only. According to the results of Ref. [16], for the spin-up one-electron

addition operator Ô 1p(k) = c
y

k;" and charge operator Ô �(k) =
P

k0
P

�= #;" c
y

k0;� ck+ k0;�

(and singlet-superconductivity operator Ô ss(k) =
P

k0c
y

k0;#c
y

k� k0;") m ore than 99% of

the spectralweight correspondsto excited statessuch thatM c;� 1=2 = M = 0;1 (and

M c;� 1=2 = M = 0;1;2). States with M c;� 1=2 = M > 1 (and M c;� 1=2 = M > 2)

lead to nearly no spectralweightand areom itted below.Forelectron addition and the

dynam icalstructure factorwe study the weightdistribution fordom ainsofthe (k;!)-

planecorresponding to sm allvaluesof(k� kl1)and (! � E u)justabovethelowerlim it

ofthe �rst upper Hubbard band. For the regions corresponding to other m om entum

values and sm allenergy (! � E u)these spectralfunctions vanish because there is no

spectralweight. In the case ofthe singletCooperpairspectralfunction we study the

weightdistribution both fordom ainsofthe(k;!)-planecorresponding to sm allvalues

of(k� kl
1
)and (! � E u)justabovethelowerlim itofthe�rstupperHubbard band and

(k� kl2)and (! � 2E u)justabovethelowerlim itofthesecond upperHubbard band.

>From analysisoftheenergy spectrum oftheexcited statesgenerated by dom inant

processes,one �nds that the M th Hubbard band �nite-spectral-weight region ofthe

(k;!)-plane whose lower lim it is located at the line ! = M E u is for allvalues ofk

separated from the next lower-lim it line ! = [M + 1]E u ofthe [M + 1]th Hubbard

band by a region with nearly no spectralweight. The latterregion ofthe (k;!)-plane

is out ofthe range ofthe excitations generated by dom inant processes. This holds

forallfew-electron spectralfunctionsand is illustrated in Fig. 1 forthe speci�c case

ofthe one-electron spectralfunction. Foron-site repulsion U = 4t,electronic density

n = 1=2,and spin density m = 0 the regionsofthe (k;!)-planewhose spectralweight

is generated by dom inant processes are shown in the �gure by shaded areas. The

dom inant processes also include pseudoparticle particle-hole processes which lead to

spectralweightboth insideand outsidebutin theclosevicinity oftheshaded dom ains

ofFig.1.In that�gurean extended m om entum schem e centered atm om entum k = 0

(and k = �) is used for electron rem ovaland the M = 0 lower Hubbard band (and

M = 1�rstupperHubbard band).Theone-electron addition upperand lowerHubbard

band spectralfunctionscorrespond to valuesofexcitation energy such that! > E u and

! > 0,respectively.Notethatforallvaluesofk thereisindeed a region with nearly no

spectralweightlocated between the �nite-weightregionscorresponding to the M = 0

and M = 1 Hubbard bands. In the �gure the one-electron rem ovalspectralfunction

correspondsto ! < 0. The �gure showsthe locations(k = � � lkF ;! = E u)forthe

four l= �1;�3 upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points whose weight distribution is

studied below. There are also two upperHubbard band lower-lim itpointsforl= �5

which arenotshown in the�gure.

Asin thecaseoftheone-electron spectralweightrepresented in the�gure,itoccurs

for allfew-electron spectralfunctions that in the straight and horizontallower lim it
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Figure 1. Regionsofthe(k;!)-planewhereaccordinglytotherestrictionsassociated

with the dom inant holon and spinon m icroscopic processes studied in reference [16]

there is a signi�cant am ount of one-electron spectral weight for on-site repulsion

U = 4t,electronic density n = 1=2,and spin density m = 0. Note thatan extended

m om entum schem eisused.Theone-electron addition upperand lowerHubbard band

spectralfunctions correspond to values ofexcitation energy such that ! > E u and

0< ! < E u,respectively.

upper Hubbard band lines (k;! = M E u) ofthe (k;!)-plane there is �nite spectral

weightfora setofdiscretem om entum valuesonly,asm entioned above.Thesediscrete

m om entum valuescoincidewith them om enta klM given in Eq.(10).Thefourm om enta

k = �� lkF wherel= �1;�3thatareshown in Fig.1areexam plesofsuch m om entum

values. Each ofthese m om entum values correspond to a di�erent reduced J-CPHS

ensem ble subspace ofthe CPHS ensem ble space spanned by statesofrotated electron

doubleoccupation M and with an occupancy ofM = M c;� 1=2 �1=2holons.Ourschem e

providestheweightdistribution forsm allenergies(! � M E u)corresponding to regions

ofthe (k;!)-plane justabove such straightand horizontallower-lim itupperHubbard

band lines. For the straight and horizontallines parallelto the lower-lim it lines and

correspondingtovaluesof! such that(!� M E u)issm all,thereis�nitespectralweight

forsm allm om entum dom ainscentered around thesetofm om entum valuesk = klM .

Thecorrelation-function expressionsobtained from standard conform al-�eld theory

[19,20]correspond toaspeci�clim itofourschem esuch thatM = 0.Thecorresponding

low-energyedgesresultfrom ground-statetransitionstoM c;� 1=2 = M = 0excited states.
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In �gure1thiscorrespondstothe�nite-weightregionsin thevicinity ofthethreepoints

(k = kF ;! = 0),(k = 3kF ;! = 0),and (k = 5kF ;! = 0).In thefollowing applications

ofour�nite-energy m ethod wedo notconsiderweightdistributionsresulting from such

low-energy transitions,which can beevaluated by m eansoftwo-com ponentconform al-

�eld theory[20].Ourstudiesarerestricted totheweightdistribution ofeachoftheabove

spectralfunctionsin thevicinity of�nite-energypointsassociated creation of�1=2Yang

holonsand/orc� pseudoparticlesofbarem om entum q� �q0c� = �[�� 2kF ].Theweight

distributions resulting from creation of c� pseudoparticles at other bare-m om entum

valuesappearat�niteenergy ! such that(!� !H S)is�nite.Theseweightdistributions

cannotbeevaluated by ourm ethod and arestudied elsewhere[9,10,16].Below we�nd

thatseveralcriticalexponentswhich controltheweightdistribution in thevicinityofthe

�rstand second upperHubbard band lower-lim itpointsequalcorresponding exponents

thatcontrolthelow-energy weightdistributionsstudied in Ref.[20].However,wenote

thatin the �guresthatreference these exponents were plotted for�nite valuesofthe

m agnetic�eld whereasourstudy refersto zero �eld and m agnetization.

Transitionsfrom theground stateto excited statesbelonging to thesam eJ-CPHS

ensem ble subspace are ofthe sam e type,whereas transitions ofdi�erenttype refer to

excited states belonging to di�erent J-CPHS ensem ble subspaces. In som e cases we

extend this concept to pairs ofJ-CPHS ensem ble subspaces with the sam e absolute

m om entum valueforklM .

4.3.ONE-ELECTRON ADDITION UPPER-HUBBARD BAND W EIGHT

DISTRIBUTION

W e start by considering addition ofa spin-up electron. According to Eq. (12) and

Eqs. (51) and (52) ofRef. [7]with �L s;� 1=2 = 0 and �N s� = 0 for � > 1,in the

case ofthe M c;� 1=2 = M = 1 type oftransitions one has that �N c = �N s = �1

and �J s = �1=2. There are two one-�1=2 Yang holon types oftransitions and six

one-q = �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle types oftransitions. For m ! 0 the

num ber ofm om entum values k = kl1 associated with dom inant processes such that

! = E u is in the present case six. These m om entum values read � � lkF where

l = �1;�3;�5. Indeed, two one-�1=2 Yang holon type oftransitions and two of

thesix one-q= �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle type oftransitionshave thesam e

m om entum and energy spectrum . Thus,they contribute to the sam e upperHubbard

band lower-lim itweightdistribution located around the points(k = � � kF ;! = E u).

These are the two one-�1=2 Yang holon types oftransitions such that Lc;� 1=2 = 1,

�J c = 0,and �J s = �1=2 and the two one-q = �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle

types oftransitions such that N c1 = 1,�J c = �1=2,Jc1 = �1=2,and �J s = �1=2.

Two other upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points are (k = � � 3kF ,! = E u). The

corresponding spectralweight isgenerated by types oftransitions such thatN c1 = 1,

�J c = �1=2, Jc1 = �1=2, and �J s = �1=2. Below we also study the weight

distribution in thevicinity ofthesepoints.In theirvicinity thereisasm alleram ountof
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spectralweightthan in thevicinity oftheabovetwo form erpoints.Finally,theweight

located in the vicinity ofthe rem aining two pointsiseven sm aller. Itisgenerated by

transitionssuch thatN c1 = 1,�J c = �1=2,Jc1 = �1=2,and �J s = �1=2. These two

points are located at (k = � � 5kF ,! = E u). In the following we study the weight

distribution around the above six upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points located at

(k = � � lkF ;! = E u)wherel= �1;�3;�5.

Let us consider the lim it m ! 0 where the spin-up and spin-down one-electron

spectral functions have the sam e form . Use of the general expression (17) leads

for excitation energy ! just above E u and m om entum values k = � � lkF where

l= �1;�3;�5 to,

Im �1p(� � lkF ;!)/ (! � E u)
�
jlj

1p ; l= �1;�3;�5: (24)

In thiscasethegeneralexponent(19)isgiven by,

�
jlj

1p = �
3

2
+
1

2

h

[1=
q

2K �]
2 + [l

q

2K �=2]
2
i

; l= �1;�3;�5: (25)

Toreach thisresultwe�rstevaluated theexpression forgeneralvaluesofm in term s

oftheparam eters(A.2)ofAppendix A.Useofthelim iting valuesfortheseparam eters

given in the sam e Appendix then leads to expression (25). The sam e procedure is

followed in thecalculation ofthem ! 0 weightdistribution ofthedynam icalstructure

factorand singletCooperpairspectralfunction given below. Note thatin the present

caseallthetransitionsleading to theweightdistributions(24)involvecreation ofboth

a cpseudoparticle holeand a s pseudoparticle hole.Notealso thatthe dependence on

n and U=toftheexponent(25)occursthrough theparam eterK � only,asm entioned in

theprevioussection.Form = 0 thisisa generalproperty ofthecriticalexponentsthat

controltheweightdistribution in thevicinity oftheupper-Hubbard bandslowerlim it.

In contrast,theexpressionsoftheexponentsthatcontroltheweightdistribution in the

vicinity ofthebranch linesstudied in Ref.[10]involvethem om entum -dependentphase

shiftsde�ned in Ref.[8].

The exponent(25)isa function ofU=twhich forelectronic densitiesn such that

0 < n < 1 changesfrom �
jlj

1p ! (l2 � 5)=4 = �1;1;5 forl= �1;�3;�5,respectively,

asU=t! 0 to �
jlj

1p ! (l2 � 8)=8 = �7=8;1=8;17=8 forl= �1;�3;�5,respectively,as

U=t! 1 .Notethatasthecriticalexponent(25)approaches�1forl= �1asU=t! 0

the spectralfunction behavesasgiven in Eq. (20). The exponents(25)are plotted in

Figs.2 (a)and (b)fork = � � kF and k = � � 3kF ,respectively,asa function ofthe

electronicdensity n and fordi�erentvaluesofU=t.Thel= �5 exponentisnotplotted

in the�gure.Thisexponentislargerthan two and correspondsto regionsofvery little

spectralweight. The exponentsplotted in Fig. 2 are m onotonousfunctionsofn. The

exponent�11p isalwaysnegativeand such that�1� �11p � �7=8and isassociated with a

weight-distribution singularity.ItincreasesforincreasingvaluesofU=t.For�nitevalues

ofU=titisa function ofthe electronic density n with a m inim um foran interm ediate

value ofn. The exponent �3
1p is always positive and such that 1=8 � �3

1p � 1 and is
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associated with a weight-distribution edge. The exponent �3
1p decreases forincreasing

valuesofU=t.For�nitevaluesofU=titisa function oftheelectronicdensity n with a

m axim um foran interm ediatevalueofn.

For allvalues ofU=tthere is m ore spectralweight around the lower-lim it upper

Hubbard band pointslocated at(k = � � kF ;! = E u)than around thepointslocated

at(k = � � 3kF ;! = E u).M oreover,theam ountofweightin thevicinity ofthepoints

located at(k = �� 3kF ;! = E u)islargerthan thatoftheweightlocated in thevicinity

ofthe points(k = � � 5kF ;! = E u). ForU=t! 0 the spectralweightlocated in the

vicinity ofthe points(k = � � 3kF ;! = E u)and (k = � � 5kF ;! = E u)disappears.

Asm entioned above,the value ofthe criticalexponentplotted in Fig. 2 (a)is�1 for

U=t! 0. Thus,in thislim itthe spectralfunction behavesasgiven in expression Eq.

(20). Im portantly,in thatlim itthe energy E u ofthe upperHubbard band lowerlim it

equalsthenon-interacting electronicspectrum at(k = � � kF ;! = E u).Itfollowsthat

ourgeneralU=tweightdistribution leadsto thecorrectnon-interacting spectrum in the

U=t! 0 lim it.In thispaperwe study the weightdistribution in thevicinity ofpoints

located in the lowerlim itofthe Hubbard bands. The branch-line studiesofRef. [10]

revealthatthelower-Hubbard band and upper-Hubbard band spectralweightsbecom e

connected atk = � � kF asU=t! 0.For�nitevaluesofU=t,the�nite-weightregions

ofthese two bandsare separated by a region outofthe range ofdom inantprocesses.

Thisiscon�rm ed by analysisofFig.1.

Our above �nite-energy expressions were derived for the m etallic phase

corresponding to electronic densities 0 < n < 1. In the lim itn ! 1 and �nite values

ofU=texpressions(25)lead to the correctn = 1 results. In thatlim itand form ! 0

the upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points (k = � � kF ;! = E u) coincide with the

lower-lim it points (k = � � 3kF ;! = E u),and (k= � � 5kF ;! = E u). Thus,in this

casethesm allestofthethreeexponents(25),such thatl= 1,controlstheleading-order

weight-distribution term (24).

In thelim itn ! 1 theequality oftheexponentthatcontrolstheelectron rem oval

lower-Hubbard band and the l= �1 �nite-energy electron addition exponent (25) is

required by particle-hole sym m etry. Ourresults revealthatin the m etallic phase the

l= �1,l= �3,and l= �5 �nite-energy exponents(25)also equaltheexponentsthat

controltheweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthethreezero-energy pointslocated at

(k = �kF ;! = 0),(k = �3kF ;! = 0),and (k = �5kF ;! = 0),respectively. (The

points(k = kF ;! = 0),(k = 3kF ;! = 0),and (k = 5kF ;! = 0)areshown in Fig.1.)

Forl= �1 theexponentexpression (25)wasalready found in Ref.[20].Itcorresponds

to theH ! 0 expressionsoftheonespin-up and spin-down electron exponentsgiven in

TableIofthatreference,whereH isthem agnetic�eld.

There are notm any previousresultsaboutthe excitation energy and m om entum

dependence ofthe weight distribution in the vicinity ofthe UHB lower-lim it points

considered above.Conform al-�eld theory doesnotapply to �nite energy.The m ethod

used in Ref. [12] refers to U=t ! 1 where the UHB lower lim it corresponds to

! = E u = 1 . Thus,the UHB wasnotconsidered in the �nite-energy studiesofthat
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Figure 2. TheupperHubbard band one-electron exponents(a)�1
1p and (b)�

3

1p given

in Eq. (25)asa function ofthe electronic density n forU = 1:5t,U = 4t,U = 10t,

and U ! 1 (horizontallines).
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reference.The point(k = � � kF ;! = E u)correspondsto (k = �=2;(! � �)=t� 0:5)

and (k = 7�=12� 0:58�;(! � �)=t� 1)in Figs.3 and 4 ofRef.[13],respectively.The

spectralweightofFig. 3 isforhalf�lling and U=t= 4. (The �gure zero-energy isthe

m iddleoftheM ott-Hubbard gap.) TheweightofFig.4isforelectronicdensity n = 5=6

and U=t = 4. These weight distributions were obtained by num erical calculations

based on a com bination ofexactdiagonalizationsof�niteclusterswith strong-coupling

perturbation theory and are consistentwith ourresults. Unfortunately,a quantitative

com parison is not possible because the m ethod used in Ref. [13]does not provide

accurateinform ation abouttheweight-distribution dependenceon theexcitation energy

and m om entum .

4.4.THE DYNAM ICAL STRUCTURE FACTOR UPPER-HUBBARD BAND

W EIGHT DISTRIBUTION

According to Eq. (12) and Eqs. (51) and (52) ofRef. [7]with �L s;� 1=2 = 0 and

�N s� = 0 for� > 1,forM c;� 1=2 = M = 1 typesoftransitionsonehasin thiscasethat

�N c = �2,�N s = �1,and �J s = 0.Thesetransitionsgeneratespectralweightin the

vicinity oftwo upperHubbard band lower-lim itpoints.There are two one-�1=2 Yang

holon typesoftransitionsand two one-q = �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle types

oftransitionswhich contribute to these weightdistributions. The form ertwo typesof

transitionscorrespond toLc;� 1=2 = 1and �J c = �1=2.Thelattertwotypescorrespond

to N c1 = 1,�J c = 0,and Jc1 = �1=2. The weightdistribution in the vicinity ofthe

two upperHubbard band lower-lim itpointslocated at(k = � � 2kF ;! = E u)results

from transitionsbelonging to thesetwo types.Use ofthegeneralexpression (17)leads

in the lim itm ! 0 to the following expression forthe dynam icalstructure factorfor

excitation energy ! such that(! � E u)issm alland m om entum valuesk = � � 2kF ,

Im ��(� � 2kF ;!)/ (! � E u)�� : (26)

>From use ofEq. (19),we �nd the following expression forthe criticalexponent�� in

thelim itm ! 0,

�� = �2
h

1� [
q

2K �=2]
2 � [1=

q

2K �]
2
i

: (27)

Theexponent(27)isplotted in Fig.3 asa function oftheelectronicdensity n for

di�erentvaluesofU=t.Thisexponentisa function ofU=twhich forelectronicdensities

densities n such that 0 < n < 1 and spin density m = 0 changes from �� ! 0 as

U=t! 0 to �� ! 1=2 asU=t! 1 . Forthe n = 1 M ott-Hubbard insulatorphase the

exponentreads1=2 forall�nite valuesofU=t.The exponent�� isalwayspositive and

such that0 � �� � 1=2 and isassociated with a weight-distribution edge. Itincreases

forincreasing values ofU=t. For�nite values ofU=titisa function ofthe electronic

density n with a m inim um foran interm ediatevalueofn.

In contrastto theaboveone-electron problem ,thespectralweightassociated with

thedynam icalstructurefactorupperHubbard band vanishesin thelim itU=t! 1 .For
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Figure 3. The exponents �� = �1ss (27) that controlthe weight distribution ofthe

upper Hubbard band dynam icalstructure factor and second upper Hubbard band

singlet Cooper pair spectral function, respectively, as a function of the electronic

density n forU = 1:5t,U = 4t,U = 10t,and U ! 1 .

the n = 1 M ott-Hubbard transition,the whole dynam icalstructure factorvanishesas

U=t! 1 .Thisbehaviorisrelated to thevanishing ofthekinetic energy asU=t! 1

[21].Thedynam icalstructurefactorupperHubbard band exponent(27)had notbeen

studied untilnow.Itcontrolsan onsetofspectralweightwhose ! derivative isin�nite

atthelowerlim itoftheupperHubbard band ! = E u and raisesupwardsaccording to

thepowerlaw (26).

Ingeneralthem om entum valuesk = �� 2kF are�niteandthusinthem etallicphase

theweightdistribution (26)isnotrelated to thezero-m om entum frequency dependent

opticalconductivity. However, in the lim it n ! 1 these m om entum values vanish.

Thus,forthe particularcase ofthe M ott-Hubbard insulatorone can use the following

relation between Im ��(k;!)and the regularpartofthe frequency dependent optical

conductivity �reg(!),

Re�reg(!)/ lim
k! 0

! Im ��(k;!)

k2
; (28)

to �nd the Re�reg(!)weight distribution in the vicinity ofthe upper Hubbard band

lower-lim it point located at (k = 0;! = E u = E M H ). Use ofthis relation reveals

thatthe exponent(27)controlsthe frequency dependence ofthatweightdistribution.
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Com bination ofEqs.(26)and (28)forn ! 1 and E u ! E M H leadsto,

Re�reg(!)/ (! � E M H )
1=2: (29)

Thisexpression appliesto all�nitevaluesofU=t.

In contrastto theupperHubbard band dynam icalstructurefactorexpression (26)

which refersto k = � � 2kF and valuesof! such that(! � E u)issm all,thefrequency

dependence(29)ofthek = 0 opticalconductivity in thevicinity oftheupperHubbard

band lower-lim itpointwasstudied byotherm ethods[14,15].In reference[14]thatzero-

m om entum conductivityedgewasstudied forthem etallicphase,whosecriticalexponent

isdi�erentfrom the exponent(27). However,in the lim itn ! 1 the zero-m om entum

density dependent exponent found in such a reference provides the correcthalf-�lling

exponent.In spiteofthedi�erentm ethod used in theevaluation ofthatexponent,the

half-�llingexpression derived in Ref.[14]coincideswith thatofEq.(29).M oreover,the

sam eopticalconductivity edgewasstudied in Ref.[15]forboth sm alland largevalues

ofU=t.These investigationsalso lead to the sam ecriticalexponent1=2 forboth these

lim its,in agreem entwith expression (29)which isvalid forall�nite valuesofU=t.As

theconductivity exponent�1=2 ischaracteristicofa �nite-energy sem iconductoredge,

also the conductivity exponent1=2 isnow believed to be an universalsignature ofthe

M ott-Hubbard insulator[14,15].

4.5.SPIN-SINGLET COOPER-PAIR FIRST AND SECOND UPPER-HUBBARD

BAND W EIGHT DISTRIBUTIONS

The energy E u becom es sm allfor low values ofU=tand electronic densities n in the

vicinity ofone. Thus,it is interesting to clarify whether there are singular spectral

featuresin the Cooper-pairspectralfunction atthe upper-Hubbard bandslowerlim it.

Indeed,forthe above valuesofU=tand electronic density such singularfeaturescould

lead to a superconductivity instability fora system ofweakly coupled Hubbard chains.

Unfortunately,the only singular feature found below is a � function peak located at

the point(k = �;! = Eu). Thatisolated peak resultsfrom the �-pairing m echanism

[17]. As the electronic density n approaches one the weight ofthat peak vanishes as

(1� n).W hilethisspectralstructurecannotlead to a superconductivity instability for

the coupled-chain system ,othersingularfeaturesforexcitation energy above the �rst

upperHubbard band lowerlim itcould exist,asfurtherdiscussed in Sec.V.

According to Eqs. (12)and Eqs. (51)and (52)ofRef.[7]with �L s;� 1=2 = 0 and

�N s� = 0 for � > 1,in the case ofthe M c;� 1=2 = M = 1 type oftransitions there

is for the spin-singlet Cooper-pair spectralfunction a one-�1=2 Yang holon type of

transition and threeone-q= �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle typesoftransitions.

However, we �nd that the one-q = �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1 pseudoparticle transition

whose excitation m om entum and energy isthe sam e asthe m om entum and energy of

the one-�1=2 Yang holon type oftransition doesnotcontribute to the singletCooper

pairspectralfunction.Thus,only theone-�1=2 Yang holon typeoftransition and two
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ofthethreeone-q= �q0c1 = �[�� 2kF ]c1pseudoparticletypesoftransitionscontribute

to weight-distribution features.W e �nd thattheweight-distribution featuregenerated

by the one-�1=2 Yang holon transition is a single � peak located in the �rst upper

Hubbard band lower lim it at k = � and ! = Eu. The m atrix elem ent between the

corresponding c1 pseudoparticle excited state with the sam e m om entum k = � and

excitation energy ! = E u and the ground state vanishes in thiscase. Therefore,this

singlet Cooper pair spectralfunction feature results from the one-�1=2 Yang holon

excited state only. There are also two �rst upper Hubbard band lower-lim it points

located at(k = � � 4kF ;! = E u)which aregenerated by one-q= �q0c1 = �[� � 2kF ]c1

pseudoparticle transitions. Below we also study the weightdistribution in the vicinity

ofthese�rstHubbard band lower-lim itpoints.

Fortheone-�1=2 Yang holon transition we�nd that�N c = �N s = �J c = �J s =

0. Thus,this is an exam ple ofa transition where the quantity (19) reads �ss = �2

and is not a criticalexponent. Instead,the correlation function at that point ofthe

(k;!)-planeisoftheform given in Eq.(20)forallvaluesofU=tand reads,

�ss(�;!)=
C�

! � E u � i�
; (30)

where � ! 0 and C� � 0 isa constant. Itfollowsthatthe associated singletCooper

pairspectral-function weight distribution isindeed ofthe type given in Eq. (20)and

reads,

Im �ss(�;!)= � C��(! � Eu): (31)

Theweightfeature(31)can beobtained bydirectevaluation ofthem atrix elem ents

on the right-hand side ofexpression (21)for# = ss. Thatprocedure con�rm sin this

particular case the validity ofthe results obtained by our m ethod. M oreover,direct

calculation ofthem atrix elem entsrevealsthatfork = � theexpressions(30)and (31)

donotrefertovaluesof! such that(!� E u)issm allonly,buttoallvaluesofexcitation

energy !.Directevaluation ofthem atrix elem entsalso revealsthattheconstantC� of

Eqs.(30)and (31)readsC� = [N a � N ]and vanishesfortheM ott-Hubbard insulator.

In orderto evaluate the m atrix elem entsofexpression (21)for# = ss and in the

particularcase ofthe m om entum value k = �,we note thatthe o� diagonalgenerator

Ŝc
+ ofthe�-spin SU(2)algebra given in Eq.(9)ofRef.[6]can berewritten asfollows,

Ŝc
+
=

X

k0

c
y

k0;#c
y

�� k0;": (32)

Application ofthatgeneratorontoaground stateproducesan excited statewith a�1=2

Yangholon.Thegeneratoroftheabovetransition correspondstocreation ofthat�1=2

Yang holon and involvestheinitialground stateand thissingle�nalexcited stateonly.

Afternorm alization thisexcited statecan bewritten asfollows,

jLc;� 1=2 = 1i=

P

k0c
y

k0;#c
y

�� k0;"
p
N a � N

jGSi: (33)
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The m ain pointis that atk = � the singlet superconductivity operatorgiven in

Eq.(22)reads,

Ô ss(�)= Ŝc
+
=

X

k0

c
y

k0;#c
y

�� k0;": (34)

Use ofEq. (34)in Eq. (21)revealsthatfork = � the correlation function expression

results from the overlap ofthe ground state with the excited state (33) only. Thus,

fork = � only one m atrix elem entbetween the ground state and the available excited

states ofm om entum k = � is �nite. That m atrix elem ent corresponds to the state

(33). Itfollowsthatfork = � the singlet superconductivity correlation function and

corresponding spectralfunction are indeed given by expressions (30) and (31) with

C� = [N a � N ]forallvaluesof!.

The one-�1=2 Yang holon state (33)is associated with the �-pairing m echanism

[17]. That m echanism leads in the m etallic phase to the �-function peak (31) in the

singlet Cooper pair spectralfunction. Such a state possesses o�-diagonallong-range

order[17].Thecorresponding � peak islocated at�niteexcitation energy.The� peak

(31)isabsentin thecaseoftheM ott-Hubbard insulatorwhereC� = [N a� N ]! 0.This

vanishing isrequired by a half-�lling selection rule,since theground-state� spin value

oftheM ott-Hubbard insulatorreadsSc = 0.Notethatthepresenttransition isa m ere

rotation in �-spin spacewhich conservesSc and leadsto�S c = 0and �S z
c = +1.Thus,

only forinitialground statessuch thatSc � 1 can thistransition occur.Thisexcludes

both theM ott-Hubbard insulatorground statesuch thatSc = 0and theone-holedoped

M ott-Hubbard insulatorground statesuch thatSc = 1=2.

Next,weconsidertheweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthe�rstupperHubbard

band lower-lim itpointsgenerated by otherM c;� 1=2 = M = 1typesoftransitions.These

transitionscorrespond to a region oflittle spectralweightand are such thatN c1 = 1,

�J c = �1=2,Jc1 = �1=2,and �N c = �N s = �J s = 0. Use ofthe generalexpression

(17)leads in the lim itm ! 0 to the following expression forthe spin singletCooper

pairspectralfunction form om entum valuesk = � � 4kF and excitation energy ! such

that(! � E u)issm all,

Im �ss(� � 4kF ;!)/ (! � E u)
�ss : (35)

Thisweight-distribution edgedoesnotoccurfortheM ott-Hubbard insulator.From use

ofEq. (19) we �nd the following expression for the criticalexponent �ss in the lim it

m ! 0,

�ss = �2
h

1� [
q

2K �]
2
i

: (36)

Thisexponentisafunction ofU=twhich forallelectronicdensitieschangesfrom �ss ! 2

asU=t! 0 to �ss ! 0 asU=t! 1 . Such a dependence on U=tiscontinuous. (Since

thereisnotm uch spectralweightin thevicinity ofthisedgefeature,wedo notplotthe

positiveexponent(36).)

W e close our study by considering the weight distribution in the vicinity ofthe

M c;� 1=2 = M = 2 second upperHubbard band lower-lim itpointslocated atexcitation
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energy ! = 2E u. W e note thatforthe M ott-Hubbard insulatorthere isno �rstupper

Hubbard band.In thiscasethereisan energygap which equalstwicetheM ott-Hubbard

gap and separatesthesingletCooperpairrem ovaland addition spectralfunctions.The

latter function corresponds to the present second upper Hubbard band in the lim it

n ! 1.

The M c;� 1=2 = M = 2 typesoftransitionsare such that�N c = �2,�N s = �1,

and �J s = 0.Interestingly,thereare�vedi�erenttypesoftransitionswhich contribute

tothesam eweightdistribution in thevicinity oftwopointsand lead tothesam ecritical

exponent.These�vetypesoftransitionsaresuch that(a)Lc;� 1=2 = 2and �J c = �1=2,

(b)Lc;� 1=2 = 1,N c1 = 1,�J c = 0,Jc1 = �1=2,(c)N c1 = 2,�J c = �1=2,Jc1 = 0,

(d) N c1 = 2,�J c = �1=2,Jc1 = �1,and (e) N c;2 = 1,�J c = 0,Jc1 = �1=2. All

transitionsofthese typescontribute to the weightdistribution around the two second

upperHubbard band lower-lim itpointslocated at(k = �2kF ;! = 2E u). In addition,

thereisasixth typeoftransition which leadstotwo second upperHubbard band lower-

lim it points located at (k = �6kF ;! = 2E u). This type oftransition is such that

N c1 = 2,�J c = �1=2,and Jc1 = �1=2. There is nearly no spectralweight in the

vicinity ofthesetwo latterpoints.

Use of the generalexpression (17) leads in the lim it m ! 0 to the following

expression for the spin singlet Cooper pair spectralfunction for excitation energy !

such that(! � 2E u)issm alland m om entum valuesk = kl
2
= l2kF wherel= �1;�3,

Im �ss(l2kF ;!)/ (! � 2E u)
�
jlj
ss ; l= �1;�3: (37)

>From use ofEq.(19),we �nd the following expression forthe criticalexponent�jljss in

thelim itm ! 0,

�jljss = �2
h

1� [l
q

2K �=2]
2 � [1=

q

2K �]
2
i

; l= �1;�3: (38)

Note that for l = �1 this exponent equals the dynam icalstructure factor exponent

�� given in Eq. (27). Thus,it changes from �1ss ! 0 as U=t ! 0 to �1ss ! 1=2 as

U=t! 1 .Itisplotted in Fig.3 asa function ofthe electronic density n fordi�erent

values ofU=t. On the otherhand,the exponent �3ss ism uch largerand changes from

�3ss ! 8 as U=t ! 0 to �1ss ! 9=2 as U=t ! 1 . This exponent corresponds to a

region ofvery littlespectralweight.In thelim itn ! 1 thefoursecond upperHubbard

lower-lim itpointslocated at(k = �2kF ;! = 2E u)and (k = �6kF ;! = 2E u)becom e

the sam e single point. Thus,in thiscase the sm allerexponent�1ss correspondsto the

dom inantcontribution and controlstheweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthelower-

lim it point located at (k = �;! = 2E u = 2EM H ). For the n = 1 M ott-Hubbard

insulator phase the exponent �1ss reads 1=2 for all�nite values ofU=t. It equals the

exponent which controlsthe weight distribution around the zero-energy pointlocated

at (k = �;! = 0). Interestingly, com parison with the results ofRef. [20]reveals

that also in the m etallic phase the exponents (38) for l= �1 and l= �3 equalthe

corresponding exponent thatcontrolthe low-energy weight distribution ofthe singlet

Cooperpairrem ovalspectralfunction in the vicinity ofthe zero-energy pointslocated
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at(k = �2kF ;! = 0)and (k = �6kF ;! = 0),respectively. However,in the m etallic

phasethereism orespectralweightin thevicinity ofthelatterzero-energy pointsthan

in thevicinity ofthecorresponding second upperHubbard band lower-lim itpoints.

Finally,wenotethatifoneextendsthepresentstudy to�nite-energy excited states

with �nite occupancies of�1=2 HL spinons and/or s� pseudoparticles belonging to

� > 1 branches,sim ilarfeaturesareobtained forgapped spin excitations.Forinstance,

in the case ofthe spin-down triplet superconductivity spectralfunction a �-function

peak sim ilarto(31)isobtained atk = � and ! = Eu + �0H .Thispeak isgenerated by

a transition from theground stateto a single�nite-energy excited statewith one�1=2

Yang holon and one�1=2 HL spinon.

5. C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thispaperwe derived generalfew-electron spectralfunction expressions forthe 1D

Hubbard m odelin thevicinity ofthelowerlim itoftheupperHubbard bands.Forthe

oneelectron addition and dynam icalstructurefactorwestudied theweightdistribution

in the vicinity ofthe lowerlim itofthe �rstupperHubbard band. In the case ofthe

singlet Cooper pair spectralfunction we considered the sam e problem in the vicinity

ofthe lower lim its ofboth the �rst and second upper bands. The weight ofthese

Hubbard bandsisgenerated by dom inantholon and spinon processeswhich am ountto

m ore than 99% ofthe spectralweight[16]. Ourgeneralexpressions were obtained by

com bination ofsym m etries ofthe 1D Hubbard m odel,such as the holon and spinon

num bersconservation laws,with the �nite-energy holon and spinon description ofthe

quantum problem recently introduced in Refs.[6,8].

The results obtained in this paper provide physically interesting and useful

inform ation aboutthe�nite-energy spectralpropertiesofthepresentm any-electron 1D

quantum liquid and are com plem entary to the branch line studiesofRefs. [9,10,16].

In thecaseoftheone-electron problem thecom bination ofourresultswith thoseofRef.

[10]providesall�nite-energy spectral-weight singularities. Since the singularspectral

featuresobserved inquasi-1D m etalsagreequantitativelywiththem odelsingularbranch

lines,our results are ofinterest forthe further understanding ofthe unusualspectral

properties observed in low-dim ensionalm aterials [2,4,5,9,10]. M oreover,from the

�nite-energy weight-distribution found forthe dynam icalstructure factor,we checked

that in the lim it of half �lling our results lead for all �nite values of U=t to the

expected M ott-Hubbard insulator exponent 1=2 for the onset ofthe �nite-frequency

opticalconductivity absorption. Unfortunately,we found no singular features at the

the upper-Hubbard bandslowerlim itofthe spin-singletCopper-pairspectralfunction

otherthan theexpected �-pairing �-function peak.However,itcould bethatthereare

branch linesjustabove such a lowerlim itwhich show singularspectralfeatures.Since

theenergy width ofthe�rstHubbard band issm allforlow valuesofU=tand electronic

densitiesn in thevicinity ofone,such singularfeaturescould lead toan instability fora

system ofweakly coupled Hubbard chains.W ethussuggestthatthisproblem isfurther
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studied by thebranch-linem ethod used in Ref.[10]fortheone-electron problem .

A cknow ledgm ents

W e thank Jo~ao Lopes dos Santos and Karlo Penc for stim ulating discussions. In its

initialstagethisresearch wassupported by PRAXIS underGrantNo.BD/3797/94.

A ppendix A .T H E FIN IT E-SIZE EN ER G Y SPEC T R U M Q U A N T IT IES

In this Appendix we show that the functional2� �
� has the form given in Eq. (15)

and discuss issues related to the vanishing ofthe c� �nite-size energy spectrum for

q= �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ].

By directuseoftheresultsofRef.[8],we�nd thatfortheexcited statesthatspan

thereduced J-CPHS ensem ble subspacesH red thefunctional(14)can bewritten as,

2� �
� =

h

�
X

�0= c;s

�0�;� 0

�N �0

2
+ �

1X

�= 1

�0�;c�
N c�

2

+
X

�0= c;s

�1�;� 0�J �0 �

1X

�= 1

�1�;c� Jc�

i2
: (A.1)

Here the param eters �
j

�;� 0 and �j�;c� can expressed in term s ofthe two-pseudoferm ion

phaseshiftsde�ned in Ref.[8]asfollows,

�
j

�;� 0 = ��;� 0 +
X

l= � 1

(lj)��;� 0(q0F �;lq
0

F �0)

�
j
�;c� =

X

l= � 1

(lj)��;c�(q
0

F �;l[� � 2kF ]): (A.2)

In the lim it m ! 0 these param eters read �0c;c = 1=
q

2K �,�
0
c;s = 0,�0s;c = �1=

p
2,

�0s;s =
p
2,�0c;c� = 0,�0s;c� = 0,�1c;c =

q

2K �,�
1
c;s =

q

K �=2,�
1
s;c = 0,�1s;s = 1=

p
2,

�1c;c� =
q

2K �,and �1s;c� = 0. Here K � isthe param eter de�ned in Ref. [22]which is

such thatK � ! 1 asU=t! 0 and K � ! 1=2 asU=t! 1 .

Thecreation of�1=2Yangholonsdoesnotlead to any contribution to thevalueof

thefunctional(A.1).However,thecreation ofc� pseudoparticlesleadsto contributions

through the term s �
P 1

�= 1 �
0
�;c� N c�=2 and �

P 1
�= 1 �

1
�;c� Jc� ofthatfunctional. On the

otherhand,thesym m etry discussed in thetextbelow Eq.(15)requiresthatthevalues

ofthe phase-shift param eters �j�;c� ofEq. (A.2) are such that the functional(A.1)

sim pli�es to (15). Indeed,by m anipulation ofthe integralequations ofRef. [8]that

de�ne the two-pseudoferm ion phase shifts,we �nd the following relation between the

param eters�j�;c� and �
1
�;c de�ned in Eq.(A.2),

�j�;c� = j�1�;c; � = c;s; � = 1;2;3;:::; j= 0;1: (A.3)

Useofthisrelation in Eq.(A.1)leadsto (15).

M oreover, the sam e sym m etry is behind the vanishing of the �nite-size energy

contributionsofthe�q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]c� pseudoparticles. Indeed,by carefulanalysis
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ofthegeneralenergy spectrum �E G L we�nd thatthesecontributionsvanish provided

thatthequantity,

2� �
c� =

hN a

2�

�

� �q0c� +
Q c�(� q

0
c�)

N a

�i2
; � = 1;2;:::; � = �1; (A.4)

also vanishes.HereQ c�(q)isthefunctionalde�ned by Eq.(73)ofRef.[8].Useofthe

equality Q c�(� q
0
c�)=N a = �� �q0c� given in Eq.(126)ofthesam ereferencein expression

(A.4)con�rm sthat2� �
c� vanishesfortheexcited statesthatspan thereduced subspace.

Thesepropertiesapplyonlytoc� pseudoparticlessuch thatq! �[�� 2kF ].Indeed,

thesequantum objectsbecom enon-interactingand localized in thatlim it.Thisbehavior

isrelated to the factthe �1=2 Yang holon isalso non-interacting and invariantunder

the electron - rotated-electron unitary transform ation [7]. However,in generala c�

pseudoparticle is di�erent from the rotated c� pseudoparticle. The only exception is

precisely for bare m om entum values q such that q ! �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]. The c�

pseudoparticlesbecom enon-interactingin thatlim itonly.Indeed,theenergyassociated

with creation ofa �1=2 Yang holon isgiven by E u.A c� pseudoparticleisa com posite

quantum objectof� �1=2 holonsand � +1=2 holons. Creation ofa +1=2 holon isa

processwhich requiresno energy. The am ountofenergy required forcreation ofa c�

pseudoparticleis� Eu + �0c�(q).Thus,theenergy per�1=2 holon isE u + �0c�(q)=� 6= Eu.

However,one has that �0c�(q) ! 0 as q ! �q0c� = �[� � 2kF ]and thus in this lim it

theenergy per�1=2 holon becom esE u and equalsthatofa non-interacting �1=2 Yang

holon.

A ppendix B .T H E FIN IT E-EN ER G Y C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N

Here we show that the asym ptotic expansion of the correlation function

hGSj�̂#(x;t)�̂#(0;0)jGSiisoftheform given in Eq.(16).Theoperator�̂G L# (x;t)acts

and isde�ned in a reduced J-CPHS ensem ble subspace associated with sm allvaluesof

theexcitation energy �E G L = (! � !H S)and excitation m om entum �P G L = (k� klM ).

In theHeisenbergdescription and in thatreduced Hilbertsubspacethespacecoordinate

x and tim e tdependentphysical�eld �̂G L# (x;t)can be expressed relative to itsx = 0

and t= 0 expression �̂#(0;0)as,

�̂G L# (x;t)= e� i[:Ĥ G L :t� :P̂G L :x]�̂#(0;0)e
i[:Ĥ G L :t� :P̂G L :x]: (B.1)

For the Ham iltonian : Ĥ G L :ofEq. (6) the low-energy energy spectrum (13) and

m om entum spectrum �P G L = 2�

N a

P

�= c;s

P

�= � 1 � [�
�
� + N ph

�;�]are conform alinvariant

and correspond to a two-com ponent conform al-�eld theory associated with the c and

s pseudoparticle excitation branches [19,20]. The e�ect ofthe c� pseudoparticles is

m erely to shift the c pseudoparticle current num ber deviations �J c by �
P 1

�= 1Jc�.

Fortunately,such an e�ect doesnota�ectthe conform alinvariance ofthe low-energy

energy spectrum and m om entum spectrum . Thus,the asym ptotic expression for the

low-energy correlation function ofthephysical�eld �̂G L# (x;t)isforelectronic and spin
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densitiessuch that0< n < 1and 0< m < n,respectively,ofthefollowinggeneralform

[19,20],

hGSĵ�G L# (x;t)�̂G L# (0;0)jGSi/
Y

�= c;s

Y

�= � 1

1

(x � �v� t)
2� �

�

: (B.2)

W e recallthatthe 1D Hubbard m odel:Ĥ :and Ham iltonian :Ĥ G L :ofEq. (6)

referto thesam eground state.Thus,the�eld �̂#(x;t)issuch that,

�̂#(x;t)= e� i[:Ĥ :t� :P̂ :x]�̂#(0;0)e
i[:Ĥ :t� :P̂ :x]; (B.3)

where :P̂ :isthe m om entum operatorofEq. (8). Since the Ham iltonians:Ĥ :and

:Ĥ G L :ofEq.(6)havethesam eenergyeigenstates,thereisaone-to-onecorrespondence

between the correlation function term s(B.2)ofthe Ham iltonian :Ĥ G L :and those of

the 1D Hubbard m odel: Ĥ :. Transitions to di�erent reduced subspaces H red lead

todi�erentcorrelation-function term s.M oreover,transitionstoreduced subspaceswith

di�erentvaluesforM E u and k
l
M lead forthe1D Hubbard m odeltocorrelation-function

contributionswith di�erentvaluesofthe excitation energy ! � M E u and m om entum

k � klM . Thus,our �rst choice is the energy value M E u and m om entum value klM

which our correlation-function asym ptotic term refers to. Iffor the sam e values of

M E u and k
l
M there are severalreduced subspaces,we choose thatassociated with the

leading-orderasym ptotic correlation-function term forthe Ham iltonian :Ĥ G L :ofEq.

(6). Thatleading-orderterm isofthe form (B.2). Letj (j)iwith j = 1;2;:::denote

the excited statesthatspan the chosen reduced Hilbertsubspace H red. Based on the

com m utation relationsofthethreenorm al-ordered Ham iltoniansrelated by Eq.(6)and

threenorm al-ordered m om entum operatorsinvolved in Eq.(8)we�nd that,

�̂#(x;t)= e
� i[(Ĥ H S + :Ĥ G L :)t� (P̂0+ :P̂G L :)x]�̂#(0;0)e

i[(Ĥ H S + :Ĥ G L :)t� (P̂0+ :P̂G L :)x]

= e� i[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]e� i[:Ĥ G L :t� :P̂G L :x]�̂#(0;0)e
i[Ĥ G L t� P̂G L x]ei[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]

= e� i[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]�̂G L# (x;t)ei[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]; (B.4)

where we have used Eqs. (B.1) and (B.3). Equation (B.4) con�rm s that �̂#(0;0) =

�̂G L# (0;0).

Once the ground state has eigenvalue zero both for Ĥ H S and P̂0 and allexcited

statesthatspan thesubspaceH red havefortheseoperatorsthe sam eeigenvaluesM E u

and klM ,respectively,we�nd that,

hGSĵ�#(x;t)�̂#(0;0)jGSi

= hGSje� i[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]�̂G L# (x;t)ei[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]�̂G L# (0;0)jGSi

=
X

j

hGSĵ�G L# (x;t)ei[Ĥ H S t� P̂0 x]j (j)ih (j)ĵ�G L# (0;0)jGSi

= ei[M E u t� k
l
M
x]hGSĵ�G L# (x;t)�̂G L# (0;0)jGSi: (B.5)
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Here the j sum m ation refers to the above set ofexcited states fj (j)ig which span

the suitable reduced subspace H red. Finally,the com bination ofEqs. (B.2)and (B.5)

im pliesthattheleading term in theasym ptoticexpansion ofthecorrelation function of

the1D Hubbard m odelisoftheform given in Eq.(16).
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