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Recentdata from angle-resolved photoem ission experim ents published by Zhou etal. [Nature,
423,398 (2003)]concerning anum berofhole-doped copper-oxidebased high-tem peraturesupercon-

ductorsrevealthatin thenodaldirectionsoftheunderlyingsquareBrillouin zones(i.e.thedirections

along which thed-wavesuperconducting gap isvanishing)theFerm ivelocitiesforsom e�niterange

ofk insidetheFerm isea and away from thenodalFerm iwavevectorkf areto within an experim en-

taluncertainty ofapproxim ately 20% the sam e both in allthe com poundsinvestigated and overa

widerangeofdoping concentrationsand that,in linewith earlierexperim entalobservations,atsom e
characteristic wave vector k? away from kf (kk? � kfk typically am ounts to approxim ately 5% of

kkfk)theFerm ivelocitiesundergo a sudden change,with thischange(roughly speaking,an increase
for kkk < kk?k) being the greatest (sm allest) in the case ofunderdoped (overdoped) com pounds.

W e dem onstrate thatthese observationsestablish fouressentialfacts:�rstly,the ground-state m o-
m entum distribution function n(k)m ustbe discontinuousatk = k?;with v

<

k
�

?

and v
<

k
+

?

denoting

the m easured velocitiesclose to k = k?,kk
�
? k < kk?k < kk

+
? k,and Zk?

� n(k
�
? )� n(k

+
? )> 0,we

obtain

v
<

k
+
?

= v
<

k
�

?

�
Zk?

n(k�? )
vk?

;

in which vk?
is the ‘Ferm i’ velocity corresponding to the case in which Zk?

= 0 (for two-

body interaction potentials of shorter range than the Coulom b potential, vk?
� v

<

k
+
?

whereby

v
<

k
+

?

< v
<

k
�

?

<
� 2v

<

k
+

?

);secondly,the single-particle spectralfunction A(k;") m ust at k = k? pos-

sess a coherent contribution corresponding to a well-de�ned quasiparticle excitation at an energy

ofapproxim ately 70 m eV below the Ferm ienergy;thirdly,the am ountofdiscontinuity Zkf
in n(k)

at the nodalFerm ipoints m ust be sm alland ideally vanishing; fourthly, the long range of the

two-body Coulom b potentialis ofvitalim portance for realization ofa certain aspect ofthe ob-

served behaviour in the Ferm ivelocities (speci�cally) in the underdoped regim e. The condition

Zkf
= 0 conform swith theobservation through an earlierangle-resolved photoem ission experim ent

by Valla etal. [Science,285,2110 (1999)],on the optim ally doped com pound Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ �,

which shows that the im aginary part ofthe self-energy along the nodaldirections ofthe Brillouin

zone and in the vicinity ofthe nodalFerm ipoints satis�es the scaling behaviour characteristic of

m arginalFerm i-liquid m etallic states,for which Zkf
is indeed vanishing. W e present argum ents

advocating the viewpointthatthe observed ‘kink’in the m easured energy dispersions cannotbe a
direct consequence ofelectron-phonon interaction,although a �nite Z k?

m ay possibly arise from

thisinteraction.In otherwords,even though possibly vital,the role played by phononsin bringing

aboutthe latter‘kink’m ustbe indirect.O urapproach furtherprovidesa consistentinterpretation

oftheobserved sudden decreasein thewidth oftheso-called ‘m om entum distribution curve’on kkk

increasing above kk?k.
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x 1. Introduction

Angle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy (ARPES)

[1,2] provides inform ation with regard to the single-

particle spectralfunction A �(k;")ofsystem sfor" < �,

where " is the externalenergy param eter,� the chem -

icalpotential,k the wave vector and � the spin index.

The quantity m easured experim entally isthe photoelec-

tron intensity I�(k;")which at�nitetem peratureT and

under som e speci�ed approxim ations is proportionalto

f("� �)A�(k;"),wheref(")� 1=
�

1+ exp("=[kbT])
�

isthe

Ferm idistribution function [1,2]. The experim entalre-

sultsobtained by Zhou etal.[3]and otherworkers[4{8],

to be discussed in the present paper,are deduced from

theso-called ‘m om entum distribution curve’(M DC);this

curve is obtained by setting out I�(k;") along the de-

sired directions in the k space for a �xed value of ".

A related curve,referred to as the ‘energy distribution

curve’(EDC),isobtained by plotting I�(k;")fora �xed

k along the " axis. Am ongst others,the determ ination

ofthe peak positions in A �(k;") from the correspond-

ing M DC doesnotsu�erfrom theam biguitiesassociated

with f("� �).

In thispaperwe�rstconsidertherelationship between

theenergydispersionsasm easured in angle-resolvedpho-

toem ission experim entsand thesingle-particleexcitation

energy dispersions as determ ined by solving the quasi-

particleequation in term softheself-energyoperator;the

latter accounts for the correlation in the ground states

(G Ss)oftheunderlyingsystem s.Theform alism concern-

ingthem easured energydispersionsthatfollowsfrom our

purely heuristic argum ents turns out to coincide,in all

details,with thatdeveloped by thepresentauthorin his

recentinvestigationsregarding thenatureoftheuniform

m etallic G Ss of the conventionalsingle-band Hubbard

Ham iltonian [9]and m ore generalsingle-band Ham ilto-

nians [10]in which the particle-particle interaction can

beofarbitrary range.Thespeci�caspectsoftheform al-

ism developed in [9,10]thatgreatlysuited theaim sin the

aforem entioned investigationsare thatforthe indicated

G Ssitform ally yields

(i)the exactG S totalenergy,

(ii)the exactFerm ienergy,

(iii)the exactFerm isurfaceand

(iv)the exactm om entum distribution function.

The form alism has m ade possible [9,10]to m ake exact

predictions concerning the values that the G S m om en-

tum distributionfunction n�(k)cantakefork intheclose

neighbourhoodsoftheunderlyingFerm isurfaceSf;�.O n

the basisofthis,ithasbeen possible to expose [10]the

signi�cantinuencethattherangeofthetwo-body inter-

action potentialcan have on n�(k)and consequently on

thepartitioning oftheG S totalenergy into ‘kinetic’and

‘interaction’parts.Thisobservation led ustotheconclu-

sion [10]thattheexperim entally-inferred excess‘kinetic’

energy in the norm alstates ofthe copper-oxide based

high-tem peraturesuperconductors[11,12](forotherper-

tinent references see [10])m ay be signifying the im por-

tanceofthelongrangeofthetwo-bodyinteractionpoten-

tialin determ ining other distinctive aspects ofthe nor-

m alm etallic statesofthese com poundsthatm ark them

asunconventionalm etals[13].

Forthenorm aluniform m etallicG Ssofthesingle-band

Hubbard Ham iltonian,wehaveestablished that,so long

astheseareFerm iliquids,fork insidetheFerm isea and

close to the Ferm isurface,a single-particle energy dis-

persion "<
k;�

,which in [9,10]wasattributed to som e‘�c-

titious’particlesand in thispaperwereasontobetheone

m easured through the ARPES,isup to a m ultiplicative

k-independent constant equalto the energy dispersion

"k;� ofthe Landau quasi-particles inside the Ferm isea

(m ore precisely,the energy dispersion "
�
k;�

as obtained

from the quasi-particle equation in Eq.(3) below; see

x3.1);sim ilarly for">
k;�

(Eq.(23))and "
+

k;�
concerningk

outside the Ferm isea. Forcaseswhere the two-particle

interaction potentialis the long-range Coulom b poten-

tial,in [10]itwashowevershown thatnosuch strictrela-

tionship existsbetween "<
k;�

(and sim ilarly ">
k;�

)and "�
k;�

("+
k;�

),noteven forFerm iliquid m etallic states. In this

paperwerigorouslydem onstratethatin spiteoftheseas-

pects,in caseswhereforagiven k = k? thequasi-particle

2



equation (Eq.(3) below) has solutions "
�

k?;�
and "

+

k?;�

corresponding to well-de�ned Landau quasi-particles,ir-

respective ofthe nature ofthe two-body interaction po-

tential"<
k?;�

identically coincides with "
�

k?;�
(if "<

k;�
is

continuous at k = k?; Eq.(27)) and ">
k?;�

with "
+

k?;�

(if">
k;�

is continuous at k = k?;Eq.(30));we present

the appropriate expressionsfor"�
k?;�

and "
+

k?;�
in term s

of"<
k
�

? ;�
and ">

k
�

? ;�
respectively forcasesin which either

or both of"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

are discontinuous at k = k?;

according to ouranalysis(x 3.4),these functionscannot

both be continuousatk = k?.

In the light of the above-m entioned sim ilarities be-

tween "<
k;�

and the possible solutions "�
k;�

ofthe quasi-

particleequation associated with particle-likeexcitations

(as opposed to collective low-lying excitations in non-

Ferm i-liquid m etallicstates)aswellastheheuristicargu-

m entsunderlying the de�nition of"<
k;�

(see x 2),in this

paper we assert that the ARPES data concerning the

dispersion of the single-particle excitation energies are

to be com pared with "<
k;�

. The factthatthe behaviour

of"<
k;�

corresponding to Ferm i-liquid m etallic states of

system s offerm ions interacting through the long-range

Coulom b potentialin theneighbourhood ofSf;� dem on-

strably di�ersfrom thatofthe asym ptotic solution (see

x3.1)"�
k;�

ofthequasi-particleequationin theneighbour-

hood ofSf;� (see above)doesnotdim inish the strength

ofourargum ents. In thisconnection we should em pha-

size that our assertion has bearing on the energy dis-

persionsasm easured by m eansofthe ARPES and thus

doesnotnegatethefundam entalsigni�canceofthepos-

sibleasym ptoticsolutionsofthequasi-particleequation,

nor the essentialrole that these (explicitly,the asym p-

totic solutionscorresponding to the exactquasi-particle

solutionsfork 2 Sf;�;x3.1)play in determ iningthelow-

tem peraturetherm odynam icand transportpropertiesof

the Ferm i-liquid m etallicsystem s[14].

O urpointofdeparturein thispaperconsistsofthecon-

sideration thatthe m easured (by m eansofthe ARPES)

single-particle energy dispersions coincide with the ex-

pectation valueof"with respecttothenorm alized distri-

bution ofthesingle-particleexcitationswhoseenergieslie

above� E and below �,thatisA�(k;")=
R�

� E
d"A �(k;")

(note the dependence on k ofthe norm alization am pli-

tude); for system s with bounded single-particle energy

spectrum (such as those described by the single-band

Hubbard and the extended Hubbard Ham iltonians),E

can be identi�ed with in�nity (x 2). This considera-

tion regarding the m easured energy dispersionsprovides

the opportunity to introduce a quantitative size forthe

width of the m ain peak in the single-particle spectral

function A �(k;")centred at" = "<
k;�

,which is express-

ible in term sof
R�

� E
d" A �(k;"),

R�

� E
d" "2 A �(k;")and

"<
k;�

(see Eq.(7)).According to thism easureand under

the conditionsthatweshallexplicitly specify in the due

place,the behaviour ofthe width ofthe single-particle

spectralfunction centred at "<
k;�

is directly correlated

with thebehaviourofn�(k);on transposing k through a

regionwheren�(k)undergoesarapid decrease(increase),

thisbehaviourisdirectly reected in a concom itantde-

crease (increase) in the latter width. This, which for

m etallic statescan be shown to be the characteristicas-

pectofthecorrespondingA �(k;")fork approachingthe

underlyingSf;�,
1 thusturnsouttobeagenericproperty

ofA �(k;")pertaining to system sofinteracting ferm ions

fork in the neighbourhoodsofallpoints(and notsolely

the pointsofSf;�)where n�(k)exhibitslargelocalvari-

ation. According to this insight,the experim entalob-

servationsin [3,5,7,8]with regard to a sharp decreasein

thewidth ofthepeak in A �(k;")centred at"= "<
k;�

for

k = k? isindicative thatk? isa pointatwhich the un-

derlying G S m om entum distribution functions undergo

a sharp decrease,ifnot discontinuity. O ur analysis of

otheraspectsofthe experim entalobservationsreported

in [3{8]supportsadiscontinuity in theunderlyingn�(k),

with n�(k
�
? ) > n�(k

+
? ),where kk

�
? � k

+
? k is in�nites-

im ally sm alland k
+
? denotes the vector nearest to the

nodalFerm iwavevectorkf;�.

In the sections that follow,we com bine our theoreti-

calconsiderationswith briefdiscussionsofthe pertinent

experim entalobservationsin [3{8].O urtheoreticaltreat-

m entin thispaperisrestricted to T = 0.

x 2. Preliminaries

Assum ingthat,foragiven k,theexperim entallydeter-

m ined A �(k;")isdom inantly sharp atand sym m etrical

around "= "k;� (laterweshallidentify thisenergy with

"
�
k;�

for reasonsthat willbe clari�ed),"k;� would coin-

cide with the expectation value of" with respectto the

energy distribution function �h
� 1
A �(k;"). In this con-

nection it is im portant to realize that A �(k;") is posi-

tivesem ide�nite,asbe�tsaproperdistribution function;

however, although �h
� 1
A �(k;") is norm alized to unity

for" over(� 1 ;1 ),this isnotthe case for" restricted

to the sem i-in�nite interval(� 1 ;�]. Thus,under the

above-m entioned conditions,for"k;� < �,corresponding

to ‘occupied’single-particle states,one should have (see

Eq.(39)below)

1
O n thebasisofexperim entalobservations,ithaseven been

advocated [15,16](seehoweverthecautionary rem arksin ref-

erence8 of[16])thatFerm isurface be de�ned asthelocusof

pointsin the k space atwhich kr kn�(k)k ism axim al. This

de�nition hasbeen utilized in [17]wherethen�(k)pertaining

to the G S ofthe t-J Ham iltonian hasbeen calculated from a

high-tem perature seriesexpansion.See also [9].
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"k;� �

1

�h

R�

� 1
d""A �(k;")

n�(k)
; (1)

where

n�(k)�
1

�h

Z �

� 1

d"A �(k;") (2)

standsforthe G S m om entum distribution function per-

taining to particles with spin index �. The right-hand

side (RHS) ofEq.(1)identically coincides with the ex-

pression for the energy dispersion "<
k;�

as de�ned in 2

[9,10].W e note in passing that"<
k;�

< � forallk [9,10].

Evidently,theexperim entallym easured A �(k;")exhibits

m orestructurethan a singledom inantpeak,howeverso

long as these additionalstructure correspond to high-

energy processes(e.g. core-levelpeaks,which isnotde-

scribed by single-band m odels), for a relatively sm all

range ofk,such structure can only account for a rigid

(i.e. k-independent) shift ofthe RHS ofEq.(1) with

respect to the low-energy peak position of the experi-

m entally determ ined A �(k;").

Although "<
k;�

(i.e.,theRHS ofEq.(1))isnotform ally

a ‘quasiparticle’energy,in the sense ofunconditionally

beingthesolution ofthequasiparticleequation (seelater)

"k + �h��(k;")= "; (3)

in which "k is the single-particle energy dispersion de-

scribing the non-interacting system (seeEq.(36)below)

and ��(k;")the self-energy,in [9,10]ithas been rigor-

ously shown 3 that, for k approaching the interacting

Ferm isurface Sf;�,"
<
k;�

approachesthe exactFerm ien-

ergy"f;with kf;� 2 Sf;� and
4 k

�
f;� (k

+
f;�)inside(outside)

the Ferm isea FS� (in thispaperwe denote the setofk

pointscom plem entary to FS� with respectto the avail-

able wave-vectorspace by FS� so thatk
+
f;� 2 FS�)and

in�nitesim ally closeto kf;�,wehave[9,10]

"f =

R�

� 1
d""A �(k

�
f;�;")

R�

� 1
d"A �(k

�
f;�;")

: (4)

Thefreedom in thechoiceofeitherofthetwovectorsk
�
f;�

and k
+
f;� in the above expression reects the continuity

of"<
k;�

in a neighbourhood ofSf;� (fordetailssee xx 3.4

and 4.2 below);ouruse ofk
�
f;�,ratherthan sim ply kf;�

(the continuity of "<
k;�

at k = kf;� notwithstanding),

2
See,forinstance,Eqs.(6)and (39)in [10].

3
See,e.g.,Eq.(40)in [10].

4
Forreasons thatwe have presented earlier [18,9],one can

identify k
�
f;� with kf;� (i.e.,Sf;� can beconsidered asaproper

subsetofFS�);on theotherhand,strictdistinction hasto be

m adebetween k
+
f;� and kf;�.Thesam e appliesto k? thatwe

frequently encounterin the text.See xx 3.1 and 3.2.

is prom pted by the fact that, in cases where n�(k) is

discontinuousatk = kf;�,theexpression on the RHS of

Eq.(4)isin itspresentform form ally illde�ned.

W e point out that for m etallic G Ss," = "f satis�es

Eq.(3);Ferm isurfaceSf;� isthelocusofallk pointsfor

which this equation is ful�lled for" = "f and m oreover

"k + �h��(k;"f)� "f has di�erent signs for k in�nitesi-

m ally transposed in oppositedirectionsalongthenorm al

to the constant-energy surface,i.e. Sf;�,described by

"k + �h��(k;"f)= "f.
5 Equation (4)presagesthe pos-

sibility thatthe RHS ofEq.(1)m ay atleastbe a useful

m athem aticaldevice for the purpose ofestim ating the

energiesofthelow-lying single-particleexcitationsin in-

teracting m etallicsystem s.

Asa m easureboth oftheaccuracy with which "<
k;�

de-

scribesthe location ofthe m ain peak in A �(k;"),"< �,

and ofthewidth ofthelatterpeak,onecan considerthe

variance �" <
k;�

of". Since for the system s in which "k

is unbounded from above, which for the uniform G Ss

considered in this paper is feasible only for those de-

�ned on the continuum (to be contrasted with thosede-

�ned on lattice),one has A �(k;") � �h
2
��(k)=(�

2j"j3)

forj"j! 1 (see Eqs.(239a)and (239b)in [19]),where

��(k)standsfora well-de�ned function,
6 itfollowsthat

forthesesystem s
R�

� E
d""2 A �(k;")islogarithm icallydi-

vergentforE ! 1 .Consequently,forsystem sin which

"k isunbounded from aboveitisnecessarytoem ploya�-

niteenergy cuto�,E ,in orderfor�" <
k;�

tobeam eaning-

fulquantity.7 Thus,although forthelattersystem sthe

averagevalue of",thatis"<
k;�

,isbounded forE ! 1 ,

a consistentform alism forthedeterm ination oftheposi-

tion ofthefundam entalpeak and theassociated width in

thesingle-particlespectralfunction requiresintroduction

ofasinglecut-o�energythroughout.W ethusde�ne(see

Eqs.(1)and (39))

"
<
k;�

(E ):=

R�

� E
d""A �(k;")

�hn�(k;E )
; (5)

where(seeEq.(2))

n�(k;E ):=
1

�h

Z �

� E

d"A �(k;"): (6)

5
For com pleteness,for a given Sf;� there also exists a set

S
+
f;�,a genericpointofwhich wedenoteby k

+
f;� (seefootnote

4),forwhich Eq.(3)issatis�ed at"= "
+
f ,with "

+
f in�nitesi-

m ally greaterthan "f.See xx 3.1 and 3.2.
6
See Eq.(227) in [19]and Eq.(A5) in [10]. By the as-

sum ption of the stability of the underlying G Ss, ��(k) is

non-negative.
7
It is evident that,by de�ning �"

<

k;�
as the expectation

value of,forinstance,j"� "
<

k;�
j,no need forthe introduction

ofan energy cut-o� would arise,this is,however,at the ex-

pense offorsaking the sim plicity ofthe expression for �"
<

k;�

corresponding to the standard variance of".
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Forthe variancewe consequently have

�" <
k;�

(E ):=

 R�

� E
d"

�

"� "<
k;�

(E )
�2
A �(k;")

R�

� E
d"A �(k;")

! 1=2

�

 R�

� E
d""2 A �(k;")

�hn�(k;E )
�
�

"
<
k;�

(E )
�2

! 1=2

: (7)

Forsystem swith bounded "k,E in theaboveexpressions

can be equated with + 1 . Forsystem swith unbounded

"k,it is necessary to set E equalto som e �nite value;

however,noneofthem ain resultsin thispapercrucially

dependson theprecisevaluechosen forE so long asthis

valueisgreaterthan theabsolutevaluesoftheenergiesof

interest,speci�cally "<
k;�

.Consequently,in therem aining

partsofthispaperweleaveoutE astheargum entofthe

pertinent functions; for consistency with the results in

[9,10](which do not consider �" <
k;�

),at places we still

write � 1 ,rather than � E ,in the lower boundaries of

the integralsover".

It is interesting to note that according to the RHS

of Eq. (7) a sm ooth (or continuous) behaviour in
R�

� E
d" "2 A �(k;") and "<

k;�
in the neighbourhood ofa

pointk?,where n�(k)undergoesa steep (ordiscontinu-

ous)change,m ustbe accom panied by a decrease orin-

creasein �" <
k;�

(corresponding to a narrowing orbroad-

ening ofthe peak centred around "<
k?;�

)upon transpos-

ing k from k
�
? to k

+
? ,depending on whether n�(k

�
? )>

n�(k
+
? )orn�(k

�
? )< n�(k

+
? )respectively. Thisobserva-

tion is based on the non-negativity ofthe argum ent of

the square root function on the RHS ofEq.(7) for all

k. In fact,in x 3.7 we rigorously dem onstrate that,at

points where "<
k;�

is continuous (such as the points of

theunderlying Ferm isurface;seex3.4)and n�(k)isdis-

continuous,�" <
k;�

m ustnecessarily be discontinuous.In

thelightofthis,thesudden decreasein thewidth ofthe

M DC atk = k? (while transposing k towardsthe nodal

Ferm ipoint kf;� along the nodaldirection ofthe �rst

Brillouin zone (1BZ)) in the experim entalobservations

by Zhou etal.[3](corresponding to the hole concentra-

tion x = 0:063)is indicative ofa sharp decrease (ifnot

discontinuity)in n�(k)atk = k?.The sam e appliesfor

the sim ilarobservationsin [5,7,8].

It is im portant to realize that, for interacting G Ss,

�" <
k;�

doesnotvanish forany k,noteven fork ! Sf;�.

This follows from the fact that, with the exception of

" = "<
k;�

, (" � "<
k;�

)2 is positive everywhere along the

" axis and that A �(k;") � 0,8". For non-interacting

G Ss,whereA �(k;")consistssolely ofa single� function

(see appendix A),the corresponding �" <
k;�

is naturally

identically vanishing.

In ordertoappreciatethesigni�canceof�" <
k;�

,itisap-

propriateto considerthefollowing.Ferm i-liquid m etallic

states are characterized by sm ooth quasiparticle energy

dispersions "k;� in som e neighbourhood ofthe underly-

ing Sf;� (see x 3.1),a property thaton generalgrounds

one expects to be shared by "<
k;�

(see x 3.4). For con-

ventionalFerm i-liquids,Sf;� constitutesthe locusofthe

k points in the vicinity ofwhich the underlying n�(k)

undergoesitsstrongestvariation (see footnote 1). W ith

these in m ind,our above-m entioned statem ent with re-

gard to the behaviourof�" <
k;�

isseen to be in fullcon-

form ity with the fact that for the Ferm i-liquid m etal-

lic states the width ofthe quasi-particle peak,centred

at " = "k;�,in the corresponding A �(k;") also dim in-

ishes. It is im portant at this point to realize that the

descend towardszero ofjIm [��(k;")]j(which in thecase

ofthe conventionalFerm iliquidsislike ("k;� � "f)
2)for

k approaching Sf;� does not im ply the sam e for �" <
k;�

(which otherwise would contradictourabove statem ent

with regard to the strictpositivity ofthelatterquantity

in the case ofinteracting G Ss),for�" <
k;�

takesaccount

ofA �(k;")in itsentirety and notsolely ofthe coherent

contribution to A �(k;") (i.e. S�� (") in Eq.(8) below)

which indeed hasa vanishing width.

In the light of the above observations, we conclude

thatthestandard variance�" <
k;�

de�ned in Eq.(7)pro-

vides a reliable representation ofthe width ofthe peak

in the single-particle spectralfunction A �(k;") centred

at" = "<
k;�

fork close to any point(which m ay orm ay

notbe a point ofSf;�) at which "<
k;�

is continuousand

theunderlying n�(k)undergoesa sharp ordiscontinuous

change.

x 3. G eneralities

3.1. Som e rem arkson the single-particle excitation energies

Foran arbitrarywavevectork thequasi-particleequa-

tion, Eq.(3), has in generalno solution. 8 In spite

of this, in cases where k is located in a sm all neigh-

bourhood ofa point,say k0,where Eq.(3) is satis�ed

and the self-energy is su�ciently sm ooth with respect

to k (for " = "k0;�) and " (for k = k0), an energy

dispersion "k;� is capable ofbeing de�ned through an

asym ptotic series in term s of the asym ptotic sequence

f(k � k0)
‘k‘ = 0;1;:::g, with the zeroth-order term

in this seriescoinciding with the exactsolution "k0;� of

Eq.(3);we thusreferto "k;� asthe asym ptotic solution

8
W ehavein variouspaperselaborated on thissubjectm at-

ter,forwhich we refer the readerto [19](x 3.4) and the ref-

erencestherein.Hereand in thefollowing when stating that,

foran arbitrary k,in general,Eq.(3)doesnotpossessa solu-

tion,wedo notthereby considerthepossiblesolutionsofthis
equation on thenon-physicalRiem ann sheetswhosedeterm i-

nation requires the knowledge ofthe analytically continued

� �(k;")into these Riem ann sheets(see,e.g.,[20]).
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ofEq.(3), reecting the fact that,for the k at issue,

Eq.(3)hasno truesolution.By thenon-analyticnature

of��(k;") at (k;") = (k0;"k0;�) (see later),the afore-

m entioned seriescan only beof�niteorder,thatisthere

exists som e �nite integer ‘0 such that the coe�cient of

the ‘th-order term in this series willbe unbounded for

‘ � ‘0. Ferm i-liquid m etallic states are those forwhich

the ‘0 corresponding to allk in the neighbourhood of

theunderlying Ferm isurfaceSf;� isstrictly greaterthan

unity [18,19,9];the e�ective m ass,orthe Ferm ivelocity,

ofthe Landau ‘quasi-particle’at k is related to the co-

e�cientofthe asym ptotic term linearin (k � k0),with

k0 2 Sf;�;foranisotropic m etallic G Ssthe lattercoe�-

cientisin generala non-diagonalCartesian tensor.

Concerning the above-m entioned non-analytic nature

of��(k;") at(k;")= (k0;"k0;�),this follows from the

factthatforinteractingsystem s(speci�cally thosein the

therm odynam ic lim it)the solutionsofthe quasi-particle

equation arenotisolated pointsbutaccum ulation points

[18,19]; this aspect is directly related to the overcom -

pleteness ofthe set ofam plitudes ofthe single-particle

excitations (the so-called Lehm ann am plitudes) in the

single-particle Hilbertspace ofinteracting Ham iltonians

(see [19]).

In view ofthe speci�c applications in this paper,we

m ention that even for single-band m odels, based on a

non-interacting energy dispersion (in thispaperdenoted

by "k),thepossiblesolutionsofEq.(3)fora given k oc-

curin pairs(fora m oreprecisespeci�cation seefootnote

9 below),ofwhich one is associated with pointk
�
and

one with pointk
+
where k

�
and k

+
are in�nitesim ally

close to k (see Fig.1).Thisaspect,which isuniversally

neglected in the literaturefork 2 Sf;� (see however[18]

and speci�cally [9]; see also footnote 5 above),attains

an extraordinary signi�cance in cases where the above-

m entioned k islocated atsom e�nite distancefrom Sf;�

(considering for the m om ent m etallic G Ss), and hence

ourexplicitreferenceto "�
k;�

� "k� ;� in x1 (seeEq.(13)

below).Thisaspectwillbe fully clari�ed in x3.2 below.

3.2. Regularand singularcontributionstothesingle-particle
spectralfunction A �(k;")

In anticipation ofourfollowingdiscussionsand in view

ofEq.(4)itisinstructivetointroduceadecom position of

A �(k;")in term sofitsregular(‘incoherent’)and singu-

lar(‘coherent’)parts.To thisend,letk? denote a wave

vector at which n�(k) is singular (not necessarily dis-

continuous). For k = k
�
? ,where k

�
? are in�nitesim ally

closetok? and whosedistinction isim plicitly determ ined

through Eq.(9)below and theaccom panying conditions

"
k
�

? ;�

<
> �,onecan write

A �(k
�
? ;")= R�(")+ S�� ("); (8)

whereR�(")(S
�
� ("))standsforaregular(singular)‘func-

tion’of";fork? coinciding with aregularpointofn�(k),

S�� (")would be identically vanishing.W epointoutthat

the equality in Eq.(8) is between two distributions (as

opposed to functions)so thatitappliesin som espaceof

testfunctions. In the eventthatn�(k)isdiscontinuous

atk?,in the sim plestcase
9 onehas

S�� (")= �hZ
k
�

? ;�
�("� "

k
�

? ;�
); (9)

where Z
k
�

? ;�
> 0,"

k
�

? ;�

<
> � (for the latter see the text

following Eq.(11)below),and

Z
k
�

? ;�
= Z

k
+

? ;�
� 1: (10)

Thestrictequalityon theleft-hand side(LHS)ofEq.(10)

(whereby in thesubsequentpartsofthispaperwedenote

Z
k
�

? ;�
by Zk?;�)followsfrom thenorm alization condition

1

�h

Z 1

� 1

d"A �(k;")= 1; (11)

which appliesforallk,including k
�
? and k

+
? . W e point

outthat"
k
�

? ;�
and "

k
+

? ;�
satisfy Eq.(3)fork = k

�
? and

k = k
+
? respectively (see Fig.1)and,m oreover,the ex-

pression for S�� (") in Eq.(9) is speci�c to cases where

��(k
�
? ;")iscontinuously di�erentiablewith respectto "

in the neighbourhood of" = "
k
�

? ;�
(cf. Eq.(80)below);

see[18].

The norm alization condition in Eq.(11) in com bina-

tion with thede�ningequation forn�(k)in Eq.(2)im ply

that

1

�h

Z 1

�

d"A �(k;")= 1� n�(k): (12)

As is evident,the discontinuity ofn�(k) at k = k? re-

quires that "
k
�

? ;�
< �, for otherwise S�� (") would not

have any im pacton the behaviourofn�(k),de�ned ac-

cording to Eq.(2).O n theotherhand,thediscontinuity

ofn�(k)atk = k? im pliesdiscontinuity of1� n�(k)at

k = k?,which,following Eq.(12),can only m aterialize

ifthe condition "
k
+
? ;�

> � issatis�ed [9].

Sincefork? located atsom e�nite(i.e.non-vanishing)

distance from Sf;� the solutions "
k
�

? ;�
and "

k
+

? ;�
di�er

by som e �nite am ount 10 (see xx 4.2 and 4.3 as wellas

9
In general, one m ay have S

�
� (") = �h

P M
�

�

j= 1
Z
(j)

k
�

? ;�
�(" �

"
(j)

k
�

? ;�
) where, for the sam e reasons that Z

k
�

? ;�
= Z

k
+

? ;�

(Eq.(10)),fZ
(j)

k
�

? ;�
g and fZ

(j)

k
+

? ;�
g areinterdependent.Ascon-

siderations involving M
�
� > 1 only unnecessarily com plicate

theanalysis,in thispaperweexplicitly dealwith caseswhere

M
�
� � 1.

10 Since by the argum ents presented in the text following

Eq.(12) we have "
k
�

? ;�
< � < "

k
+
? ;�

,it follows that in the

eventthat"
k
�

? ;�
and "

k
�

? ;�
would di�eronly by an in�nitesi-

m alam ount,k? would eitherbe a pointofSf;� orin�nitesi-

m ally close to it.
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Fig.1),itisofcrucialim portance thatparticularatten-

tion isgiventothesuperscripts� and+ in "
k
�

? ;�
whichas

am atterofhabitoneisaptto ignore.W eshallelaborate

on thesingle-particleenergies"k� ;� and therelationship

between these and "
<

>

k;�
in x 3.5 where we are equipped

with thedetailsnecessary forthistask.Su�ceitforthe

m om enttom ention thatthesingle-particleexcitation en-

ergiesofsingle-band m odelscan be viewed asconsisting

ofat least (see footnote 9) two branches,conveniently

denoted by "k� ;� with "k� ;� < � and "k+ ;� > �. The

energy dispersions"
<

>

k;�
dealtwith in thispaperare‘cari-

catures’of"k� ;� which,however,when continuousatthe

pointsofdiscontinuity ofn�(k)(seex3.4),coincidewith

"k� ;� (cf.Eqs.(27)and (30)below).From thisperspec-

tive,it is m ore transparentto denote "k� ;� by "
�
k;�

. In

thispaperweshallthereforealternately usethefollowing

convention:

"
�
k;�

� "k� ;�; 8k: (13)

W e em phasizethat,fora generalk,Eq.(3)hasno solu-

tion so that,in general"k� ;�,or"
�
k;�

,should be consid-

ered in the m annerspeci�ed in x3.1.

From Eqs. (8) and (9) and the condition "
�

k?;�
<
> �

which im pliesS�� (")� 0 for"<> �,forcaseswhere n�(k)

isdiscontinuousatk = k? one obtains

R�(")� A�(k
�
? ;") for "

<
> �: (14)

From this resultas specialized to k? = kf;� 2 Sf;� and

Eq.(4),forinteracting system sweim m ediately obtain

"f =

R�

� 1
d""R�(")

R�

� 1
d"R�(")

for k? 2 Sf;�: (15)

This result is ofexperim entalsigni�cance,as the pos-

sible singular contribution to A �(k
�
f;�;") is not capable

ofbeing resolved in realexperim ents. It is also ofsig-

ni�cance to our subsequent considerations as it shows

that,for k su�ciently close to S f;�,there is no restric-

tion on the actualshape ofthe corresponding R�(") in

orderfortheexpression on theRHS ofEq.(1)toam ount

to a reliabledescription ofthedispersion ofthelow-lying

single-particle excitationsin interacting system s,thisin

surprising contrast with the heuristic argum ents in x 2

that initially m otivated our introduction ofthe expres-

sion in Eq.(1). Forillustration,assum ing thatn�(k)is

discontinuousatk? = kf;� 2 Sf;� and denoting Zk?;� by

Zkf;�
,from Eqs.(2),(8)and (9)weobtain thefollowing

relationship:11

11
W ith reference to ourrem ark in footnote 9,we note that

forcaseswhereS
�
� (")hasthem oregeneralform aspresented

Zkf;�
= n�(k

�
f;�)� n�(k

+
f;�); (16)

which isa well-known M igdal[21,22]theorem .

3.3. O n ratiosofdiscontinuousfunctions

A resultthatprovesconsiderably usefulin ourconsid-

erationsin this paperis based on som e sim ple observa-

tions.Let

h(x):=
f(x)

g(x)
; (17)

and assum ethatg(x)isdiscontinuousatx = x0 so that

� g 6= 0,where

� g:=g(x
�
0 )� g(x+0 ); (18)

in which x
�
0 and x

+
0 are in�nitesim ally close to x0 2

(x�0 ;x
+
0 ).Assum ing h(x)to becontinuousatx = x0,i.e.

h(x�0 )= h(x0),onereadily deducesthat

� f

� g

= h(x0); (19)

where

� f:= f(x
�
0 )� f(x+0 ): (20)

Note that,according to Eq.(19),unlessh(x0)= 0,dis-

continuity of g(x) at x = x0 im plies that of f(x) at

x = x0,thatis� f 6= 0.A num berofapplicationsofthe

resultin Eq.(19),with rem arkableconsequences,willbe

encountered in the following sections.

Anotherresultthatwillproveusefulto ourlateranal-

ysis concerns a situation in which h(x) as de�ned in

Eq.(17)isdiscontinuousatx = x0,sim ilarto f(x)and

g(x).Let

� h:=h(x
�
0 )� h(x+0 ): (21)

Through som estraightforward algebra oneobtains

� h =
� f � h(x

�
0 )� g

g(x+0 )
: (22)

O ne observesthatthe requirem ent� h = 0 im m ediately

leadsto the resultin Eq.(19).

in that footnote, the counterpart of the result in Eq.(16)

would in principle di�erfrom thatwhich standsin Eq.(16).

However,theconsiderationsin x3.6dem onstratethattheM �
�

corresponding to k? 2 Sf;� can atm ostbe equalto unity.In

otherwords,Eq.(16)ism oregeneralthan thesim pleform for

S
�
� (")in Eq.(9)would suggest.Forcom pleteness,in Eq.(16),

k
�
f;�:= kf;� � � n̂(kf;�),� # 0,where n̂(kf;�)istheunitvector

norm altoSf;� atk = kf;�,pointingfrom theinsidetooutside

the Ferm isea.
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3.4. Possible discontinuitiesin "
<

k;�
and "

>

k;�

Som e ofthe crucialresults in this paper rely on the

condition of continuity of "<
k;�

at such points as k =

k? where n�(k) is discontinuous. Here we investigate

whether the two conditions can be com patible. To this

end weintroduce">
k;�

,de�ned as(seeEq.(48)below)

"
>
k;�

:=

R1

�
d""A �(k;")

R1

�
d"A �(k;")

: (23)

Itcan be easily shown that"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

satisfy the fol-

lowing exactrelationship [9,10]

n�(k)"
<
k;�

+
�

1� n�(k)
�

"
>
k;�

= "k + �h�hf
� (k); 8k; (24)

where �hf
� (k) stands for the Hartree-Fock self-energy.

Letnow n�(k)be discontinuousatk = k?.W ith

Zk?;�:=n�(k
�
? )� n�(k

+
? ); (25)

where k
+
? isthe nearestofthe two pointsk

�
? and k

+
? to

Sf;� and (by assum ption) Zk?;� > 0,from Eq.(24) we

readily obtain

Zk?;�

�

"
>

k
�

? ;�
� "

<

k
�

? ;�

�

= n�(k
+
? )
�

"
<

k
�

? ;�
� "

<

k
+
? ;�

�

+
�

1� n�(k
+
? )
��

"
>

k
�

? ;�
� "

>

k
+
? ;�

�

: (26)

Form etallic states,where ">
k
�

? ;�
and "<

k
�

? ;�
are up to in-

�nitesim alcorrections equalto "f for k? = kf;� 2 Sf;�

[9,10],the LHS ofEq.(26)isvanishing fork? 2 Sf;� so

that,by the argum entspresented in [9],Eq.(26)estab-

lishes the continuity of"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

at k = k? 2 Sf;�

(see also x 4.1).

For k? at a �nite distance from Sf;�, the LHS of

Eq.(26)isstrictly positive(seefootnote10),from which

and from Eq.(26)itfollowsthatatleastone ofthe two

functions"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

m ustbediscontinuousatk = k?.

Fork? su�ciently closeto S f;�,on accountofthe afore-

m entioned continuity of "<
k;�

and ">
k;�

at allpoints of

Sf;� and on accountofthe factthatthese functionsare

required to achieve the value "f at the latter points,it

ism ostlikely that,fora possiblediscontinuity of"<
k;�

at

k = k?,one has"
<

k
�

? ;�
< "<

k
+

? ;�
and that,for a possible

discontinuity of">
k;�

atk = k?,"
>

k
�

? ;�
> ">

k
+
? ;�

. Raising

thestatusoftheseobservationsto facts,an inspection of

the signsofthe term son both sides ofEq.(26)reveals

that the possibility ofa continuous ">
k;�

and discontin-

uous "<
k;�

at k = k? is ruled out;in contrast,a sim ilar

inspection revealsthata continuous"<
k;�

and discontin-

uous">
k;�

atk = k? ispotentially feasible.O n the sam e

grounds,itisin principlepossiblethatboth "<
k;�

and ">
k;�

are discontinuousatk = k? although,in such an event,

">
k;�

isrequired to undergo a largeram ountofdisconti-

nuity (asim plied by Eq.(26))than isnecessary forthe

casein which "<
k;�

iscontinuousatk = k?.

It is interesting to point out that the energy disper-

sion as m easured by Zhou et al. [3] corresponding to

(La2� xSrx)CuO 4 in theextrem eunderdoped lim it,where

x = 0:03,appears to exhibit a �nite am ount ofdiscon-

tinuity atk = k?. O n identifying the m easured energy

dispersion with "<
k;�

,it is observed that itindeed satis-

�es the relationship "<
k
�

? ;�
< "<

k
+
? ;�

suggested above on

generalgrounds.

3.5. O n the pointswhere "
�

k;�
= "

<

k;�
(and "

+

k;�
= "

>

k;�
)

In ourabove considerationswe have been able to de-

duce a num berofpropertiesassociated with " = "f and

k = kf;� 2 Sf;� by speci�cally relying on theproperty of

continuity of"<
k;�

atk = kf;� 2 Sf;� (seex3.4).Herewe

explicitly assum e "<
k;�

to be continuousalso atk 62 Sf;�,

speci�cally atk = k? where n�(k)isdiscontinuous;fol-

lowingtheanalysisin x3.4,">
k;�

m ustthereforeby neces-

sity bediscontinuousatk = k?.Letthelatterk? befur-

therlocated insidetheFerm isea oftheG S ofthesystem

underconsideration;fortheensuing discussionsitisnot

necessary thatthisG S be m etallic. The generalexpres-

sion for "<
k;�

can be castinto the form � f=� g = h(x0)

(see Eq.(19) above), with x0 here identi�ed with k?,

f with the num erator ofthe expression on the RHS of

Eq.(1) and g with the denom inator (and thus h with

"<
k;�

).From thisand Eqs.(8)and (9)itfollowsthat� f

isto beidenti�ed with Z k?;�"
�

k?;�
and � g with Zk?;�,so

thatby Eq.(19)we havethe following exactresult:12

"
<
k?;�

= "
�

k?;�
; (27)

where"�
k?;�

istheexactsolution ofEq.(3)and,asm en-

tioned above, k? a point of discontinuity of n�(k) at

which,m oreover,"<
k;�

is explicitly assum ed to be con-

tinuous.Equation (27)isto becontrasted with them ore

speci�c exact result in Eq.(4) above. In this connec-

tion we should point out that the validity of Eq. (4)

does not depend on whether n�(k) is discontinuous at

k = kf;� 2 Sf;�. This suggests that the validity of

Eq.(27)m ay sim ilarly notdepend on the assum ed dis-

continuity (asopposed to the m ore generalcondition of

singularity)ofn�(k)atthe k = k? underconsideration;

atthe tim e ofwriting this paper,we are not in a posi-

tion to m akea de�nite statem enton thisaspect.In this

connection note that in generaln�(k) is singular (not

necessarily discontinuous)forallk 2 Sf;� [9,10].

It is interesting to note that in cases where "<
k;�

is,

sim ilar to n�(k),discontinuous at k = k?,application

ofEq.(22) followed by som e trivialalgebra yields the

following exactexpression

12
W ith reference to ourrem ark in footnote 9,we pointout

thatEq.(27)isspeci�c to casesin which M
�
� = 1.
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"
�

k?;�
=

1

Zk?;�

�

n�(k
�
? )"

<

k
�

? ;�
� n�(k

+
? )"

<

k
+
? ;�

�

; (28)

from which one recoversthe resultin Eq.(27)for"<
k
�

? ;�

approaching "<
k
+

? ;�
. In cases where n�(k

�
? )=Zk?;� � 1,

im plying thusn�(k
+
? )� 0,from Eq.(28)itfollowsthat

"
�

k?;�
� "<

k
�

? ;�
.

In the light ofthe results in Eqs.(4) and (27),it is

im portant to point out that, for Ferm i-liquid m etallic

states ofthe single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian (ifsuch

states at allexist), we have shown [9]that the gradi-

ent ofthe quasi-particle energy dispersion "
�

k;�
(or the

Ferm ivelocity tim es�h)fork insidetheFerm isea and in

the close neighbourhood ofSf;� di�ers from r k"
<
k;�

by

a m ultiplicative constant,�,which wehaveshown [9]to

approach unity 13 on reducing theon-siteinteraction en-

ergy U .Itfollowsthatin generalthevalidity of(27)does

not extend beyond the points k where n�(k) is discon-

tinuous;in otherwords,in generalthe asym ptoticseries

expansionsof"
�

k;�
and "<

k;�
centred around a k,say k?,

at which n�(k) is discontinuous (so that " = "
�
k?;�

sat-

is�es Eq.(3) at k = k
�
? ;see x 3.1),only agree to the

leading order and deviate at higher orders in (k � k?);

analogously for "+
k;�

and ">
k;�

in the event that ">
k;�

is

continuousatk = k? (seehoweverthelastbutonepara-

graph in x 3.4). Thisaspectbecom esclearly evidentby

considering the two-body interaction potentialto be the

long-range Coulom b potential. In this case,r k"
<
k;�

is

logarithm ically divergentfork approachingthepointsof

discontinuity ofn�(k)(see x 4;see also [10]),a property

thatm ay orm ay notbe shared by r k"
�
k;�

;forinstance,

for Ferm i-liquid m etallic states,r k"
�

k;�
is by de�nition

[18]bounded,satisfying

r k"
�
k;�

�
�
�
k= k

�

f;�

= r k"
+

k;�

�
�
�
k= k

+

f;�

for kf;� 2 Sf;�: (29)

Thefactthatthetwo im portantk pointsthatfeature

in the experim ental observations as reported in [3{8],

nam ely the nodal Ferm i point kf;� and k?, are rela-

tively very close to one another (typically,kkf;� � k?k

13
In [9]forisotropicFerm i-liquid m etallicstatesofferm ions

of bare m ass m e interacting through a short-range poten-

tialwe have obtained � = (m
�
�=m e)n�(k

�
f;�)=[2n�(k

�
f;�)� 1],

where m
�
� stands for the renorm alized (or e�ective) m ass.

For the sole purpose ofillustration,m aking the assum ption

that n�(k
�
f;�) � (1 + Zkf;� )=2 and em ploying the data con-

cerning Zkf;� and m e=m
�
�, corresponding to the Coulom b-

interacting hom ogeneouselectron-gassystem ,aspresented in
respectively Tables 5.6 and 5.7 ofthe book by M ahan [23],

from � � m
�
�(1 + Zkf;� )=(2m eZkf;� ) for (rs;�) we obtain:

(0;1) [exact],(1;1:12),(2;1:16),(3;1:19) and (4;1:22). Here

rs standsforthedim ensionlessW igner-Seitzdensity param e-

ter,with rs ! 0 corresponding to the uncorrelated lim it.

am ountsto approxim ately 5% ofkkf;�k),im plies,follow-

ing Eqs.(4) and (27),that the fundam entaldistinction

between "
�
k;�

and "<
k;�

m ust be ofm inor observational

consequence for k inside the interval between k? and

kf;� along the diagonaldirection ofthe 1BZ com pared

with outside.In otherwords,in thelightofEqs.(4)and

(27),it is expected that,fork inside the latter interval

(between k? and kf;�),"
�
k;�

and "<
k;�

should toagood ap-

proxim ation coincide.In thespeci�ccaseathand,where

oneofourm ain conclusionsdrawn from theexperim ental

observationsin [3{8],speci�cally thoseby Zhou etal.[3],

is that the underlying n�(k) is continuous atthe nodal

points ofthe Ferm isurfaces ofthe com pounds studied

(seex4.1),theabove-m entioned di�erencesbetween "�
k;�

and "<
k;�

should bem inim alfork in thecloseneighbour-

hoodsofthe nodalFerm ipoints.

Concerning the ‘universality’in the nodalFerm ive-

locitiesasobserved by Zhou etal.[3],since in allcases

(whether di�erentcuprate com pounds are concerned or

a speci�c com pound at di�erent levels ofhole doping)

the corresponding Ferm ienergies are chosen as the ori-

gin ofenergy,it follows that the above-m entioned uni-

versality of the nodal Ferm i velocities is indicative of

the universality ofthe energy di�erence "f � "?,where

"?:="
�

k?;�
� "<

k?;�
.Thisin turn issuggestive ofthe pos-

sibility thatthe rootcause ofthe discontinuity in n�(k)

atk = k? should beexternalto theelectronicdegreesof

freedom ,such aslongitudinalopticalphononswhich have

been suggested [5,8]asinducing the‘kink’,or‘break’,in

the observed single-particleenergy dispersionsin the in-

vestigated cuprates. For an extensive discussion ofthis

aspectseex5wherewearguethat,whereasphononsm ay

bevitalin bringing abouttheobserved ‘kinks’in theen-

ergydispersions,they cannotbetheim m ediatecausebut

possibly a secondary determ inantthrough their m odi�-

cation ofthe electronic states in such a way thatn�(k)

is rendered discontinuous at k = k? inside the under-

lying Ferm iseas and that "f � "? is close to 50 to 70

m eV.Itisim portantto pointoutthat,with the excep-

tion ofrigid parabolicbands,allrigidtight-bindingbands

give rise to relatively strong variation ofthe bare m ass

offerm ions as a function ofdoping;such variation has

undoubtedly consequencesforthecorresponding dressed

m ass and thus the interacting Ferm ivelocity which,in

such cases as considered here,can be arti�cialand un-

desirable.The experim entalobservationsby Zhou etal.

[3]arethussuggestiveofthe possibility thatrigid tight-

bindingbandsm aynotbeappropriate(speci�cally)while

dealing with the cuprate com pounds. The unsuitability

ofrigid tight-bindingbands(aswellasrigid on-siteinter-

action energies)in generalisthe essentialargum entun-

derlyingthedynam icHubbard m odelproposed byHirsch

[24](see also [25]and the references therein) and their

shortcom ingsspeci�cally in applications concerning the

cupratecom poundshasbeen explicitly em phasized in [9].
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Forcom pleteness,in casesin which ">
k;�

iscontinuous

atk = k? where n�(k)isdiscontinuous(so that,by the

observationsin x3.4,"<
k;�

m ustnecessarily bediscontin-

uousatk = k?;see howeverthe lastbutone paragraph

in x3.4),from Eq.(23)and the application ofthe result

in Eq.(19)wehave(seeEqs.(13)and (27))

"
>
k?;�

= "
+

k?;�
: (30)

By relaxing the condition of the continuity of ">
k;�

at

k = k?,along thesam elinesasthoseleading to Eq.(28)

weobtain

"
+

k?;�
=

1

Zk?;�

�

n�(k
�
? )"

>

k
�

? ;�
� n�(k

+
? )"

>

k
+

? ;�

�

; (31)

from which Eq.(30) is recovered for ">
k
�

? ;�
approaching

">
k
+
? ;�

. In caseswhere n�(k
�
? )=Zk?;� � 1,im plying thus

n�(k
+
? )� 0,from Eq.(31)itfollowsthat"

+

k?;�
� ">

k
�

? ;�
.

The results in Eqs.(27) and (30), which cannot si-

m ultaneously hold (see x 3.4),gain specialsigni�cance

by realizing the factthat"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

correspond to a

single-particle spectralfunction A �(k;") introduced in

[9,10],de�ned forallk asfollows

A �(k;"):=�h
�

n�(k)�("� "
<
k;�

)+ [1� n�(k)]�("� "
>
k;�

)
	

:

(32)

In [9,10]a num berofsalientpropertiesofA �(k;")have

been explicitly dem onstrated. For instance,on replac-

ing A �(k;") by A �(k;") in the expression for the total

energy ofthe G S ofthe interacting Ham iltonian bH ,one

obtainsexactly the sam e value,thatisthe exactG S to-

talenergy. Although in [9,10]A �(k;") was associated

with som e �ctitiousparticles,having som e directsignif-

icanceto the propertiesofthe single-particleexcitations

in theneighbourhood ofSf;�,Eqs.(27)and (30)unequiv-

ocally show thatA �(k;")hasspecialsigni�cancealsofor

allk outside Sf;� where n�(k) is discontinuous (as we

have indicated earlier,thissigni�cance m ay also extend

to allpointsoutside Sf;� where n�(k)ism erely singular

and not speci�cally discontinuous). W ith this in m ind,

Eq.(32)showsthat,atsuch pointsask = k? wheren�(k)

undergoes a discontinuous change,this is accom panied

by an equally discontinuous redistribution ofthe spec-

tralweights ofthe peaks in the single-particle spectral

function centred at"= "
�
k;�

and "= "
+

k;�
(see Eqs.(27),

(28),(30)and (31)). Concerning the generalsubjectof

the spectralweightredistribution in interacting system s

asdescribed by the Hubbard Ham iltonian,we referthe

readerto [26],and forrelated considerationsconcerning

speci�c strongly correlated system s to [27{29]. W e em -

phasize oncem ore thatEqs.(27)and (30)arelocal(i.e.

they apply to isolated points,such ask? is,and not to

open dom ainsofthe k space)so thatthey do notim ply

equality ofr k"
�
k;�

with r k"
<

>

k;�
atk = k?.

3.6. O n thenum berofsolutionsofthequasiparticleequation
atk = k

�
f;� corresponding to well-de�ned quasiparticles

In x 3.4 we have presented details which rigorously

dem onstrate the continuity of"<
k;�

for k in the neigh-

bourhood ofSf;� (seealso x4).A corollary to thisresult

in conjunction with Eq.(19)isthat,in caseswhere the

S�� (")corresponding to k? = k
�
f;� isnotidentically van-

ishing,onem usthave

"f =

R�

� 1
d""S�� (")

R�

� 1
d"S�� (")

: (33)

Thisresultestablishesthat,fork? = k
�
f;�,Eq.(3)can-

not possess m ore than one solution corresponding to a

well-de�ned quasi-particle;thatisto say,in caseswhere

n�(k)isdiscontinuousatk = k? and k? 2 Sf;�,the ex-

pression forS�� (")in Eq.(9)isthe m ostgeneralexpres-

sion. 14 The proofofthis statem ent is as follows. Let

S�� (")= �hZ1�("� "1)+ �hZ2�("� "2),where "1;"2 < �

and Z1+ Z2 � 1(thefollowingargum entscan betrivially

generalized forany num berofsim ilarterm scontributing

to S�� (")).From Eq.(33)itfollowsthat

"f =
"1Z1 + "2Z2

Z1 + Z2

;

which,through the factthatin the caseunderconsider-

ation "1 = "f (or"2 = "f),im pliesthatZ2 = 0 (Z1 = 0).

This provesourabove assertion. In other words,under

theabove-m entioned conditions,Eq.(3)hasatm ostone

solution atk
�
? (and sim ilarly fork

+
? )corresponding to a

well-de�ned quasiparticle.

3.7. O n the positivity and the possible discontinuities of

�"
<

k;�

Thecontinuity of"<
k;�

ata point,say k?,im pliesthat,

for�" <

k;�
to be continuousatthispoint,itisnecessary

and su�cientthatthe�rstterm in thesecond expression

on the RHS ofEq.(7) be continuous at k = k?. The

continuity ofthe latter term at k = k? in cases where

n�(k)isdiscontinuousatk = k?,following theresultsin

Eqs.(19)and (27),im pliesthat,for�" <
k;�

to be contin-

uousatk = k?,one m usthave

(�" <
k?;�

)2 =
Zk?;�("

�
k?;�

)2

Zk?;�

� ("�
k?;�

)2 � 0: (34)

Thisresultisin contradictionwith thefactthat,forinter-

acting system s,�" <
k;�

> 0 (see x 2).Itthusfollowsthat

ourassum ption with regard tothecontinuityofboth "<
k;�

14
W ith reference to our rem ark in footnote 9,this im plies

that,fork? 2 Sf;�,M
�
� � 1.
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and �" <
k;�

atk = k?,wheren�(k)isdiscontinuous,m ust

befalse.W ethusarriveatthegeneralconclusion that,at

points(which m ay orm ay notbe points ofSf;�)where

n�(k) is discontinuous,"
<
k;�

and �" <
k;�

cannot both be

continuous;atk = kf;� 2 Sf;� where "<
k;�

iscontinuous

(see x 3.4),�" <
k;�

m ustbe discontinuousin caseswhere

n�(k)isdiscontinuous.

x 4. D etailed considerations

4.1. The interacting Ham iltonian and som e basic details

W e considerthe following interacting Ham iltonian:

bH = bH 0 + gbH1; (35)

where

bH 0 =
X

k;�

"k ĉ
y

k;�
ĉk;�; (36)

bH1 =
1

2


X

�;�0

X

k;p;q

�w(kqk)ĉ
y

k+ q;�
ĉ
y

p� q;�0ĉp;�0ĉk;�: (37)

In Eq.(35),g (which hasthedim ension ofenergy)isthe

coupling constantofinteraction,"k isa spin-degenerate

single-particleenergy dispersion (which m ay orm ay not

be isotropic), ĉ
y

k;�
and ĉk;� are the canonicalcreation

and annihilation operatorsrespectively forferm ionswith

spin index �, g �w(kqk) � �v(kqk) is the Fourier trans-

form ofthetwo-body interaction potentialv(r� r0)(as-

sum ed to be isotropic),and 
 = L d isthe volum eofthe

(m acroscopic)d-dim ensionalhypercubicbox occupied by

thesystem .Thewave-vectorsum sin Eqs.(36)and (37)

areovera regularlattice(theunderlying latticeconstant

being equalto 2�=L)covering in principle the entire re-

ciprocalspace.O n e�ecting the substitutions

g * U; �w(kqk)*



N l

; (38)

and restricting the wave-vector sum s to N l wave vec-

torsuniform ly distributed overthe 1BZ associated with

the Bravaislattice spanned by fR jkj = 1;:::;N lg,the

Ham iltonian in Eq.(35)transform sintotheconventional

single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian bH corresponding to

the on-site interaction energy U ;in cases where k + q

and p � q on the RHS ofEq.(37) lie outside the 1BZ,

these vectorsare to be identi�ed with the vectorsinside

the 1BZ obtained from k + q and p � q through Um k-

lapp processes.O n relaxingthereplacem entsin Eq.(38),

while m aintaining the above-m entioned restrictionscon-

cerning the wave vectors,the Ham iltonian in Eq.(35)

coincideswith an ‘extended’Hubbard Ham iltonian.

FortheN -particleuniform G S j	 N ;0ioftheHam ilto-

nian in Eq.(35)wehave[9,10]

R�

� 1
d""A �(k;")

R�

� 1
d"A �(k;")

= :"<
k;�

� "k + g�k;�; 8k; (39)

where

�k;� �
�<
k;�

n�(k)
; (40)

in which

�
<
k;�

�
� 1




X

�0

X

p0;q0

�w(kq0k)

� h	N ;0ĵc
y

k;�
ĉ
y

p0+ q0;�0ĉk+ q0;� ĉp0;�0j	 N ;0i: (41)

W e should em phasize that,although "<
k;�

< �,nonethe-

less "<
k;�

is de�ned over the entire available k space;

thiswe have m ade explicitin Eq.(39)through 8k. W e

note in passing that,sim ilar to "<
k;�

and following the

sam e techniques as em ployed in [9,10,19], for system s

corresponding to bounded "k, one can readily express

�" <
k;�

(E ! 1 ),asde�ned in Eq.(7)above,in term sof

G S correlation functions.

Along the sam elinesasused in [9,10]itcan be shown
15 that,forthesetS of~k pointsforwhich "<

~k;�
coincides

with "f,the function

�k;�:= �k;� �
1

g
("f � "~k);

~k 2 S; (42)

approaches zero for kk � ~kk ! 0. This observation is

signi�cant in that it shows that, for k 2 Sf;� where

"<
k;�

= "f and n�(k) is generically (but not necessarily)

discontinuous,theenergy dispersion "<
k;�

iscontinuousin

the neighbourhood ofSf;� (see also x 3.4). W ith refer-

ence to Eq.(19),itfollowsthat,in caseswhere n�(k)is

discontinuousatSf;�,�
<
k;�

m ustundergo a discontinuity

com m ensuratewith thatin n�(k)atSf;� (and indeed at

any set S introduced above) for which "<
k;�

attains the

value "f (see x 3.4);in appendix A this aspect is m ade

explicitwithin an approxim ate fram ework. In whatfol-

lows,unlesswe explicitly indicate otherwise,we assum e

"<
k;�

to be continuousforallk.

The experim entalARPES data in [3{8]indicate that

them easured "
�

k;�
(i.e."<

k;�
from ourpresentstandpoint)

behave linearly asfunction ofk � kf;� fora �nite range

ofk away from kf;�; focusing on the data in [3],this

isthe case forkk � kf;�k varying between zero and ap-

proxim ately 5% ofkkf;�k for kf;� a nodalFerm iwave

vectoralong the (0;0)� (�;�)direction ofthe underly-

ing square-shaped 1BZ.W ith "k being linearin k � kf;�

15 To thisend,one hasto use Eq.(18)in [10],which holds

for allk,and the fact that"k and �
hf
� (k),the Hartree-Fock

self-energy,are continuousforallk.
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forsuch a relatively sm allintervalofk vectors(exclud-

ing the neighbourhoods ofthe saddle points of"k),we

interprettheexperim entalobservationsasim plying that

�k;� � b(k
�
f;�)� (k � kf;�) for k ! kf;�; (43)

where kf;� is a nodalFerm iwave vector and where we

assum e k to lie inside the Ferm isea. From Eqs.(39),

(42)and (43)itfollowsthat(see Eq.(64)below)

v
<

k
�

f;� ;�
:=

1

�h
r k"

<
k;�

�
�
�
k= k

�

f;�

=
1

�h

�

r k"kjk= kf;�
+ gb(k

�
f;�)

�

: (44)

W ith referenceto ourearlierdiscussionsin x3.5,wem ay

expressthe Ferm ivelocity v
k
�

f;� ;�
asencountered within

the fram ework ofthe Landau Ferm i-liquid theory as

v
k
�

f;� ;�
=

1

�
v
<

k
�

f;� ;�
; (45)

where � isa constantofthe orderofunity (see footnote

13).Experim entsby Zhou etal.[3]indicatethatv<
k
�

f;� ;�
,

orv
k
�

f;� ;�
,very weakly dependson the doping level.

The observation in Eq.(43) is offar-reaching conse-

quence. This follows from a com bination oftwo facts.

Firstly, on k approaching Sf;� from inside or outside

the Ferm isea,the following equation hasto be satis�ed

[9,10]:

��(k)= ��(k); (46)

where

��(k):=
n�(k)

1� n�(k)
; ��(k):=

� � "<
k;�

">
k;�

� �
: (47)

For">
k;�

,de�ned in Eq.(23)above,wehavethefollowing

equivalentexpression [10]

"
>
k;�

� "k +
�h�hf

� (k)� g�<
k;�

1� n�(k)
; (48)

where, as m entioned earlier, �hf
� (k) stands for the

Hartree-Fock self-energy. Itcan be shown [10]that,for

k ! kf;� 2 Sf;�,onehas

"
<
k;�

� � + a(kf;�)� (k � kf;�)+ g�k;�; (49)

"
>
k;� � � + a(kf;�)� (k � kf;�)� g��(k)(�k;� � �k;�);

(50)

where

a(kf;�):= r k"kjk= kf;�
; (51)

�k;�:=
�h�hf

� (k)� ("f � "kf;�
)

gn�(k)
: (52)

Itcan furtherbe shown that[10]

�k;� � 0 for k ! kf;� 2 Sf;�: (53)

Following this and Eq.(50),one arrives at our earlier

statem entconcerning ">
k;�

� � fork ! kf;� 2 Sf;�,and

sim ilarly for"<
k;�

,asisapparentfrom Eqs.(49)and (42)

(seex 3.4).

Let D denote the open dom ain ofwave vectors over

which n�(k)iscontinuous. Fork 2 D ,applying r k on

both sidesofEq.(24),wehave

("<
k;�

� "
>
k;�

)r kn�(k)

+ n�(k)r k"
<
k;�

+
�

1� n�(k)
�

r k"
>
k;�

= r k"k + �hr k�
hf
� (k); k 2 D : (54)

For k in an in�nitesim alneighbourhood ofSf;� where

"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

takethevalue� (up to in�nitesim alcorrec-

tions),from Eq.(54) we observe that,for a su�ciently

sm ooth "k,a possible singularbehaviourin r k"
<
k;�

and

r k"
>
k;�

isdeterm ined by thatin r k�
hf
� (k)on the RHS

ofEq.(54). 16 Thisaspectisexplicitly reected in the

de�ning expression for �k;� in Eq.(52) which through

Eq.(50)determ inesthebehaviourof">
k;�

fork ! kf;� 2

Sf;�.In otherregionsofthek spacewhere">
k;�

> "<
k;�

,a

possible singularbehaviourin r k�
hf
� (k)in som e neigh-

bourhood can in principleentirely orpartly beaccounted

for by a sim ilar behaviour in r kn�(k).
17 The above

observationswillprove usefulin oursubsequentconsid-

erationsbelow.

16 Letn̂(kf;�)denotetheunitvectornorm altoSf;� atkf;� 2

Sf;� pointingtotheexterioroftheFerm iseaFS�.Since,fork

in a closeneighbourhood ofkf;�,onehas n̂(kf;�)� rk"
<

k;�

>
< 0

fork 2 FS�;FS� and n̂(kf;�)� rk"
>

k;�

<
> 0 fork 2 FS�;FS�,

one observes that, in cases where r k�
hf
� (k) is divergent

for k ! kf;� 2 Sf;�, som e useful inform ation can be im -

m ediately deduced from Eq. (54). For instance, for cases

in which the interaction potentialis as long-ranged as the

Coulom b potentialand n�(k) is discontinuous at k = kf;�,

one can explicitly show that n̂(kf;�)� rk�
hf
� (k) ! + 1 as

k ! kf;� so that,from Eq.(54),one directly deduces that,

�rstly, n̂(kf;�)� rk"
<

k;�
! � 1 , n̂(kf;�)� rk"

>

k;�
! � 1 ,

for k 2 FS�;FS� and,secondly,the balance between these

diverging contributionsm ustbesuch thattheresultantfunc-

tion on the LHS ofEq.(54) approaches + 1 as k ! kf;�,

irrespective ofwhetherk 2 FS� ork 2 FS�.
17

In this connection, we point out that according to

Belyakov [30](seealso [31]) n̂(kf;�)� rkn�(k)logarithm ically

divergesask ! kf;� forn�(k)pertaining to theisotropic G S

offerm ions interacting through a short-range potential. For

som e relevantdetailssee x 6 in [18].
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Forthe interaction potentialv(r � r0)identi�ed with

thelong-rangeCoulom b potential(ora potentialaslong

rangedasthis),itcan beshownthat,solongasZkf;�
> 0,

in consequence of�hf
� (k) on the RHS ofEq.(52),for

k ! k
�
f;� (i.e. for k approaching kf;� from inside the

Ferm isea),onehas

j�k;�j� kc(k
�
f;�)kjlnkk � kf;�kjkk � kf;�k; (55)

wherec(k
�
f;�)standsforsom econstantvector.Thecom -

bination ofEqs.(43) and (55) im plies that,to leading

order in (k � kf;�) for k ! k
�
f;�,one has according to

Eq.(50)

"
>
k;� � � + g��(k)�k;�; (56)

and consequently

��(k)� 0 for k ! k
�
f;� =) n�(k

�
f;�)= 0: (57)

Sincen�(k
�
f;�)= 0 correspondsto thepeculiarcondition

A �(k
�
f;�;")� 0,forall" 2 (� 1 ;�](see Eq.(2)above),

wediscard thecondition in Eq.(55)forbeing unphysical

in the present context where Eq.(43) is held as valid

on account of experim ental observations. It thus fol-

lowsthat,forthe case ofCoulom b-interacting particles,

Zkf;�
cannot be positive,whereby Eq.(55) is rendered

obsolete. Assum ing Zkf;�
to be positive but relatively

sm all,itisnotinconceivablethat,fork su�ciently close

to kf;�,j�k;�jbehavessim ilarly to j�k;�jaspresented in

Eq.(55) which experim ents by Zhou et al.[3]m ay not

have resolved. Consequently,at this stage the possibil-

ity ofEq.(55),and thus ofZkf;�
> 0,cannot be un-

equivocally rejected.W epointoutthatherewearerely-

ing on ourstandpointthatexperim entally one m easures

"<
k;�

ratherthan the ‘solution’to Eq.(3).Forcom plete-

ness,in [10](x6.1.3)theconsequencesofj�k;�jsatisfying

an asym ptotic relation sim ilar to that in Eq.(55) have

been investigated in som e detail. In [10](x 6.1.3)ithas

been em phasized that,for ferm ions interacting through

the long-range Coulom b potential, Ferm i-liquid m etal-

lic states belong to the category ofstates for which,as

k ! kf;� 2 Sf;�,�k;� satis�esEq.(55)and �k;� ful�lsa

functionally sim ilarexpression.

W e conclude that the assum ption of the validity of

Eq.(43)can becom patiblewith a pictureofferm ionsin-

teracting through the long-range Coulom b potential(or

a potentialaslong ranged asthis)only ifZkf;�
= 0.This

condition issatis�ed (notexclusively)within the fram e-

workwherethenorm alm etallicstatesofthecopper-oxide

based superconductorsalong the nodaldirectionsofthe

1BZ areofa m arginalFerm i-liquid type[32].Thisview-

point enjoys direct experim ental support through the

angle-resolved photoem ission experim entsby Valla etal.

[4]along the nodaldirectionsofthe 1BZ concerning the

optim ally-doped com pound Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8+ �.

The experim ental results by Zhou et al. [3] further

show that,at k = k?,with kk? � kf;�k approxim ately

5% ofkkf;�k,"
<
k;�

issingular,the singularity appearing

tobeadiscontinuity in theslopeof"<
k;�

in theoverdoped

regim eand som estrongersingularity in the underdoped

regim e. The strongestsingularity that can be expected

from "<
k;�

isadiscontinuity(seex3.4),followed by(in the

orderofsigni�cance),fortwo-body interaction potentials

aslong ranged as the Coulom b potential,a logarithm ic

divergencein r k"
<
k;�

fork approachingthepointsofdis-

continuity ofn�(k).W ebelievethattheobservationsby

Zhouetal.[3]arehighlysupportiveoftheviewpointthat,

atleastin the underdoped regim e,the long-rangeofthe

Coulom b potentialcan be ofconsiderablesigni�cancein

determ ining the (unconventional)physicalpropertiesof

these com pounds. For clarity,for the hole doping frac-

tion x = 0:03 concerning (La2� xSrx)CuO 4 (LSCO ),one

observesa behaviourin the m easured energy dispersion

[3]which isrem iniscentofa discontinuity superim posed

by a contribution whose gradient is logarithm ically di-

vergentatk = k?.

4.2. O n the relationship between discontinuities in n�(k)

and r k"
<

k;�

Here we dem onstrate thatsingularity (notnecessarily

discontinuity)ofn�(k)ata pointisdirectly reected in

the behaviour ofr k"
<

k;�
at the sam e point. W e shall

explicitly considerthecasewheren�(k)isdiscontinuous

in the interiorofFS�nSf;�;concerning the behaviourof

r k"
<
k;�

fork ! kf;� 2 Sf;�,thisisim plicitin ourearlier

work [9,10]which forcom pletenesswerecapitulatein the

following. In this connection,note thatn�(k)isalways

singular(notnecessarily discontinuous)on Sf;� [9,10].

Fork 2 Sf;�,"
<
k;�

and ">
k;�

attain the value "f (up to

in�nitesim alcorrections) so that the exact inequalities

"<
k;�

< � and ">
k;�

> � [9,10]im ply that,for"k a sm ooth

function ofk in theneighbourhood ofSf;�,itisrequired

thatr k�k;� undergo atleast 18 a discontinuouschange

fork transposed through Sf;� from in�nitesim ally inside

to in�nitesim ally outsidetheFerm isea.Forinstance,for

aspeci�cclassofuniform m etallicG Ssofthesingle-band

Hubbard Ham iltonian (to which class the Ferm i-liquid

G Ssbelong)wehaveearliershown [9](seeEqs.(105)and

(106) herein) that,with n̂(kf;�) denoting the outward

unit vector (pointing from inside to outside the Ferm i

sea)norm alto Sf;� atk = kf;� one has

n̂(kf;�)� rk�k;�jk= k+

f;�

= �
1

U
a� � b

�
� ; (58)

18 This aspect is related to the restriction 0 <  � 1 for

theparam eter introduced in [9]; > 1 isexcluded forcases

where a� > 0.
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in which

b
�
� � n̂(kf;�)� rk�k;�jk= k�

f;�

; (59)

and (see Eq.(51)above)

a�:= n̂(kf;�)� a(kf;�)� n̂(kf;�)� (�hv
(0)
f;�): (60)

In [9]ithasbeen shown thatthestability oftheG S under

consideration requiresthat

b
�
� >

a�

U �
�
�

� 0; (61)

where

��
� � ��(k

�
f;�)�

n�(k
�
f;�)

1� n�(k
�
f;�)

� 1: (62)

From Eqs.(59)and (58),one observesthat on k cross-

ing Sf;� (from inside to outside the Ferm isea),indeed

the derivative of�k;� with respectto k in the direction

norm alto Sf;� undergoes a discontinuous change (this

am ounts to 2b�� + a�=g > a�(2=�
�
� + 1) � 0), from

the positive value b�� at k = k
�
f;� to the negative value

� (b�� + a�=g)atk = k
+
f;�. Sim ilarbehaviouris shared

by the �k;� pertaining to system s offerm ions interact-

ing through two-body potentialsofarbitrary range. An

analogous discontinuity takes place in n̂(kf;�)� rk"
>
k;�

on transposing k through Sf;�.ForFerm i-liquid m etallic

G Ssofsystem sin which thetwo-body interaction poten-

tialisofshorterrange than the Coulom b potential,the

functions "<
k;�

and ">
k;�

are such that,on transposing k

from insideto outsidetheFerm isea,thecontinuousand

di�erentiableextension of"
<

>

k;�
coincideswith "

>

<

k;�
in the

close neighbourhood ofSf;� (see Fig.3 in [9]). O n the

basis ofthis fact and a num ber ofavailable num erical

results,in [9]we arrived at the conclusion that,in the

case ofthe single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian described

in term softhenearest-neighbourhopping integraltand

the on-site interaction energy U ,the corresponding "<
k;�

and ">
k;�

failto possesthelatterproperty forU=t>� 8 (see

footnote27 below).

Having described thesingularbehaviourof"<
k;�

in the

neighbourhood ofSf;�,we now set out to dem onstrate

thata discontinuity in n�(k)atk = k? 2 FS�nSf;� (i.e.

k? isstrictly located in theinterioroftheFerm iseaFS�)

givesriseto the following result:

v
<

k
+
? ;�

= v
<

k
�

? ;�
�

Zk?;�

n�(k
�
? )

v
k
�

? ;�
; (63)

where(see Eq.(13)above)

v
<

k
�

? ;�
:=

1

�h
r k"

<
k;�

�
�
�
�
k= k

�

?

; (64)

v
k
�

? ;�
:=

1

�h
r k"k� ;�

�
�
�
�
k= k

�

?

: (65)

W e present the proofofthe result in Eq.(63) in x 4.3

below. Note that 0 � Zk?;�=n�(k
�
? ) � 1. 19 For

two-body interaction potentialsofshorterrangethan the

Coulom b potential,v
k
�

? ;�
� v

<

k
+

? ;�
;therefore,on account

ofEq.(63),onehas

v
<

k
�

? ;�
�

�

1+
Zk?;�

n�(k
�
? )

�

v
<

k
+
? ;�

<
� 2v<

k
+
? ;�

: (66)

Introducing,in analogy to the problem ofelectronscou-

pled to phonons [23](see speci�cally x 6.4 herein),the

‘m ass-enhancem entfactor’�? asfollows

v
<

k
�

? ;�
= (1+ �?)v

<

k
+

? ;�
; (67)

from Eq.(66)we have

�? �
Zk?;�

n�(k
�
? )

� 1: (68)

The result1 < 1+ �?
<
� 2 (speci�cally 1+ �? � 2)con-

form swith theexperim entalobservationsconcerning the

cupratecom pounds[8](seeFig.4herein where�0iswhat

herewehavedenoted by �?)(see also [33]).

Forv
k
�

? ;�
wehave 20

19
Itis im portant to realize that,in contrast with the case

where a possible discontinuity in n�(k) at k = kf;� 2 Sf;�

corresponds to Zkf;�
> 0 (see Eq.(16)),there is no a pri-

orirestriction on the sign ofZk? ;�
(viewed as the value of

n�(k
�
? )� n�(k

+
? ) and not as spectralweight) for k? outside

Sf;�.Thisisappreciated by realizing the factthatallexcita-

tions corresponding to the wave vector k? outside Sf;� can,

by the very de�nition ofSf;�,only correspond to m any-body

states whose energies are greater than the energy ofthe G S

ofthe system underconsideration,whereby a possible nega-

tiveZk? ;�
cannotsignify an instability ofthelatterG S.This

aspectisalready reected in thefactthat,fork? located ata

�nitedistancefrom Sf;�,thechoiceofwhatwedenoteby k
�
?

and k
+
? isin principle arbitrary. Thatin ourpresentconsid-

erationsZk? ;�
> 0,isrelated to thefactthatwe havechosen

k
+
? to bethecloserofthetwo vectorsk

�
? and k

+
? to thenodal

Ferm ipointkf;� and that,in orderfor"
�

k;�
,or"

<

k;�
,to attain

the required value "f at k = kf;�,it m ust (m onotonically)

increase fork transposed from k? to kf;�.
20

W e pointoutthatthesigni�cance ofk
�
? asthesubscript

ofv
k
�

? ;�
lies in the �nite di�erence between "

k
�

? ;�
� "

�

k? ;�

(which lies strictly below �) and "
k
+

? ;�
� "

+

k? ;�
(which lies

strictly above �) for k? located at som e �nite distance from

Sf;� (seex4.3)and notin thepossibility thatr k� �(k;"k�

? ;�
)

is a discontinuous function ofk at k = k?. In view ofthe

latter,we should em phasize that far from dism issing a dis-

continuity in r k� �(k;"k�

? ;�
),at k = k?,as being a priori

infeasible,ourstatem enthereonly reectsthecon�nesofour

considerations in thispaper. W e hope to return to thissub-

jectm atterin a future publication.
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v
k
�

? ;�
� Zk?;�

�
1

�h
r k"kjk= k�

?
+ r k��(k;"k�

? ;�
)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

�

(69)

whose existence depends on the existence ofthe second

term in parentheses on the RHS of Eq.(69). In this

connection itisim portantto realizethata �nitepositive

Zk?;� isnotsu�cientforthe lastterm in Eq.(69)to be

bounded. W ith reference to the convention adopted in

Eq.(13),we write

v
k
�

? ;�
� v

�

k?;�
:=

1

�h
r k"

�

k;�
j
k= k

�

?
: (70)

In a sim ilarfashion,

v
k
+

? ;�
� v

+

k?;�
:=

1

�h
r k"

+

k;�
j
k= k

+

?
: (71)

ForFerm i-liquid m etallicstateswheren�(k)isdiscontin-

uousatk 2 Sf;�,v
�
k;�

and v+
k;�

arecollinearand pointin

the sam edirection forallk 2 Sf;�.Forthe uniform G Ss

ofthe single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian,in [9]strong

evidence is presented indicating that for U=t>� 8, v
�
k;�

and v+
k;�

,k 2 Sf;�,arenotcollinearso thatthese states

cannotbe Ferm iliquids(see also footnote 27 below).

Assum ing kv�
k?;�

k to be non-zero and bounded,from

Eq.(63) it follows that � � v
<

k
+
? ;�

di�ers from � � v
<

k
�

? ;�

for any arbitrary vector � outside the plane norm alto

v
�

k?;�
.Let n̂(k?)denotetheoutward unitvectornorm al

to Sf;� atkf;� 2 Sf;�,with kf;� the pointatwhich the

extension of the radius vector k? m eets Sf;�. For k?
inside the Ferm isea and su�ciently close to k f;�,the

innerproductsofthethreevectorsin Eq.(63)with n̂(k?)

are allnon-negative so that on account ofEq.(63) in

generalwehave

0 < n̂(k?)� v
<

k
+

? ;�
< n̂(k?)� v

<

k
�

? ;�
: (72)

The discontinuity in v
<
k;�

atk = k?,where by assum p-

tion n�(k) is discontinuous, is seen to show the sam e

trend asobserved in theexperim entalresultsby Zhou et

al.[3](and otherworkers[4{8]). To clarify this aspect,

we pointoutthat,by Eq.(4),"
�

k;�
and "<

k;�
coincide at

k = kf;�. Following Eq.(27),whose validity depends

on the discontinuity ofn�(k) and continuity of"<
k;�

at

k = k?,"
�
k;�

and "<
k;�

also coincideatk = k?.Thissitu-

ation isschem atically illustrated in Fig.2 wherethedis-

tinctionsbetween the two energy dispersionsisdepicted

asbeing m inute overthe entire intervalbetween k? and

kf;� along a nodaldirection ofthe 1BZ.W ith this pic-

turein m ind,theconform ityoftheresultin Eq.(72)(and

indeed Eq.(63))with the experim entalresultsby Zhou

etal.[3](excluding those corresponding to underdoped

sam ples)becom esevident.

A convenient(though notnecessarily an exact)repre-

sentation ofEq.(63) in term s oftwo angles � and � is

obtained asfollows. W e take the innerproductofboth

sidesofEq.(63)tim es�h with n̂(k?)� n̂(kf;�)and m ul-

tiply both sidesofthe resulting expression by

:=
kkf;�k

"f
(73)

so as to obtain a relationship between dim ensionless

quantities.Assum ing kkf;� � k?k=kkf;�k to besm all,for

sim ilarly sm allkk � k?k=kkf;�k onecan consider"
�

k;�
as

being a linearfunction ofk,passing,along thenodaldi-

rectionofthe1BZ,throughthepoint(k;")= (kf;�;"f)at

angle� with respectto thewave-vectoraxis(seeFig.2),

where

� = tan� 1
�

 n̂(kf;�)� rk"
�

k;�
j
k= k

�

f;�

�

: (74)

Here 0 < � < �=2,following the convention ofcount-

ing anglesaspositive when they im ply counterclockwise

rotation with respect to point (1;1) in Fig.2. Follow-

ing Eqs. (4) and (27), to a good approxim ation v
�
k;�

should beequaltov<
k;�

in theintervalbetween k? and the

nodalFerm ipointkf;�;in the case ofparticlesinteract-

ing through the long-range interaction Coulom b poten-

tial,the agreem entbetween v
�
k;�

and v
<
k;�

in the neigh-

bourhood ofk = kf;� isthe betterthe sm allerthe value

ofZkf;�
,ideally when Zkf;�

= 0 (see x 4.1). For k sat-

isfying kkk < kk?k,v
�

k;�
and v

<
k;�

depart according to

Eq.(63). Since this aspect is a direct consequence of

Zk?;� > 0 (see Eq.(63)),it follows that in the neigh-

bourhood ofk = k? the behaviourofv
<
k;�

in relation to

v
�

k;�
very crucially dependson therangeofthetwo-body

interaction potential.In view oftheexperim entalresults

obtained by Zhou etal.[3],webelievethattheinuence

ofthe long rangeofinteraction on v
<
k;�

isunequivocally

present for sam ples in the underdoped regim e; for the

sam plesin the optim ally-doped and overdoped regim es,

this aspect is not as unequivocalas in the case ofthe

underdoped sam ples.Itisreasonableto believethatthis

feature hasitsrootin the m agnitude ofZk?;� which for

an increasing levelof(hole) doping should be decreas-

ing,rendering thustheinuenceofthelong rangeofthe

two-body Coulom b potentialatk = k? lesse�ective.In

orderto m aintain a non-vanishing am ountofdiscontinu-

ity in v
<
k;�

at k = k?,however,following Eq.(63),the

decrease in Zk?;� should be accom panied by a concom i-

tant decrease in n�(k
�
? ) in such a way that the rate of

decrease in Zk?;�=n�(k
�
? )(this decrease is evidentfrom

thetheexperim entalresultsin [3])fortheincreasein the

levelofholedoping isnotasstrong aswould bethecase

fora doping independentn�(k
�
? ).

Foran interaction potentialofshorterrange than the

Coulom b potential, it is expected that the behaviour
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of "<
k;�

is sem ilinear 21 for su�ciently sm all values of

kk � k?k in theregion kkk < kk?k.Thissem i-linearline

standsatangle� with respectto thelinearlinedepicting

"
�

k;�
in Fig.2,forwhich wehave

� � � � tan� 1
�

 n̂(kf;�)� rk"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

f;�

�

�
� Zk?;�

n�(k
�
? )

�: (75)

Here� � < � < 0,following the convention stated above

in connection with � in Eq.(74).

In Fig.3 we present results concerning "<
k;�

� "k +

g�k;� within an approxim ate fram ework in which �k;�

has the functionalform ofthe Hartree-Fock self-energy

(see appendix A;Eq.(A21)), evaluated in term s of a

m om entum distribution function n�(k)which is contin-

uousatthenodalFerm ipointkf;� and discontinuousat

k = k?. The resultsin Fig.3 concern a planarsquare-

lattice m odel(for the relevant param eters see the cap-

tion ofthe �gure) and the two solid curves correspond

to two densitiesofparticlesrepresenting theunderdoped

and overdoped regions ofthe hole-doped cuprates. W e

obtain alm ost identicalresults as in Fig.3 by em ploy-

ing an isotropicm odelde�ned on thecontinuum and for

one,two and three spatialdim ensions; 22 our observa-

tionsconcerning d = 1 are particularly relevantin light

ofthefactthatin thesuperconductingstate,orin thead-

vanced stagesofthe pseudogap phase,the experim ental

observationsalong thenodaldirection ofthe1BZ should

beinuenced by thereduced wave-vectorspaceavailable

to gapless excitations. Not surprisingly,our num erical

calculationsford = 2 revealthatsim ilarly allqualitative

aspectsoftheresultsin Fig.3 rem ain intactby m odeling

n�(k) in such a way that the discontinuity in n�(k) is

anisotropic,taking its m axim um value atk = k? along

the diagonaldirections ofthe 1BZ and dim inishing for

directionsaway from the diagonaldirections.

Considering the fact that,in realm aterials,charged

ferm ions interact through the long-range Coulom b po-

tential,the experim entalresults by Zhou et al.[3],as

21
Thatis,itislinear,butitsextension doesnotpassthrough

the‘origin’(1;1)in Fig.2.Asweshalldiscussin som elength

in x5below,interestingly theexperim entalenergy dispersions

in Fig.1a of[3],when linearly extrapolated from the region

kkk < kk?k (i.e. at ‘high’binding energies) to k = kf;�,all

turn outto m eetthe energy axisat75 m eV above the Ferm i

energy "f.
22 W ith �v(kqk)= g �w(kqk) and g = e

2
=(4��0�ra0) (for the

speci�cation ofthe quantitiesencountered here,see the cap-

tion ofFig.3),we have em ployed the following �w(kqk): For

d = 3, �w(kqk)= 4�a0=kqk
2;for d = 2, �w(kqk)= 2�a0=kqk;

ford = 1, �w(kqk)= a0 exp(kqk=q0)E1(kqk=q0),where E1(z)

is the exponential-integralfunction and q0 > 0 isa constant

param eterofdim ensionsofreciprocalm etre.

wellasthoseby otherworkers[4{8],should beviewed as

consisting ofa superposition oftheresultsin Figs.2 and

3;here we are leaving aside the possibility ofa discon-

tinuity in "<
k;�

atk = k? which is theoretically feasible

(seex3.4)and appearsto berealized in theunderdoped

(La2� xSrx)CuO 4 [3],speci�cally atx = 0:03.

4.3. Explicit calculation ofthe am ount ofdiscontinuity in

r k"
<

k;�
atk = k?,with k? 2 FS�nSf;�

Here we presentthe detailsunderlying the derivation

ofthe resultin Eq.(63)above. Forde�niteness,unless

we explicitly indicate otherwise,throughoutthissection

we assum e"<
k;�

to be continuousatk = k? wheren�(k)

isconsidered discontinuous(see x3.4).

Theexpression for"<
k;�

aspresented in Eq.(39)isnot

suited forthedeterm ination ofr k"
<
k;�

,on accountofthe

factthatEq.(39)describes"<
k;�

in term sofadistribution

(i.e.A �(k;");seetextfollowing Eq.(8)above)whilethe

availablealgebraicm achinery required in ourapproach is

e�ectiveforfunctions.To proceed wethereforede�ne

Im ;�(k):=
1

�h

Z

C

dz

2�i
z
m eG �(k;z); m = 0;1; (76)

in which the contourC hasbeen depicted in Fig.4. For

de�niteness,we consider C to initiate and term inate at

the pointofin�nity in the com plex z plane,correspond-

ing to E = 1 in Eqs.(5) and (6). It can be readily

veri�ed that

I0;�(k)� n�(k); (77)

I1;�(k)� n�(k)"
<
k;�

: (78)

M aking useoftheseresults,from thede�ning expression

in Eq.(39)wehave

r k"
<
k;� =

r kI1;�(k)� "<
k;�

r kI0;�(k)

n�(k)
: (79)

This expression has the generic form ofh(x) de�ned in

Eq.(17)so that,in determ ining the am ountofpossible

discontinuity in r k"
<
k;�

,we shallrely on the result in

Eq.(22).

W e assum e n�(k) to be discontinuous at k = k?. In

whatfollowsweconsiderthecasein which k? liesstrictly

inside the Ferm isea,thatisata non-vanishing distance

from Sf;�. O n account ofthe assum ed discontinuity of

n�(k)atk = k?,following Eq.(27)we can replace "<
k;�

on theRHS ofEq.(79)by "k� ;� � "
�
k;�

.23 Theassum p-

tion with regard to the discontinuity ofn�(k)atk = k?

23 W ith reference to ourrem arksin footnote 9,here we are

im plicitly assum ing thatM
�
� = 1.
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im pliesthatd��(k
�
? ;")=d"isbounded in theneighbour-

hood of " = "
�

k?;�
(sim ilarly for d��(k

+
? ;")=d" in the

neighbourhood of" = "
+

k?;�
(see Fig.1)). Consequently,

fork in the neighbourhood ofk? wecan write

e��(k;z)= ��(k;"
�

k?;�
)+ �k;� (z� "

�

k?;�
)

+ o(z� "
�

k?;�
) for z ! "

�

k?;�
; (80)

where �k;� (notto be confused with �<
k;�

introduced in

Eq.(40)above)isa function which isbounded atk = k?

and o(z� "
�
k?;�

)denotesa function which asym ptotically

issubdom inantwith respectto (z� "
�

k?;�
)forz ! "

�

k?;�
.

In Eq.(80), e��(k;z) denotes the analytic continuation

of��(k;")into the physicalRiem ann sheetofthe com -

plex z plane,from which ��(k;")isobtained according

to ��(k;") = lim �#0
e��(k;"� i�),">< �. It is trivially

veri�ed that

Zk?;� =
1

1� �h�k?;�

: (81)

In our subsequent considerationswe assum e r k�k;� to

bebounded fork in a neighbourhood ofk? (seeEq.(94)

below). For n�(k) discontinuous at k = k? and k in

a neighbourhood of k?, we em ploy the decom position

C = Cs [ Cr where Cr � CnCs; the contour Cs consists

of the union of two sem i-circles ofin�nitesim alradius

centred at"�
k?;�

on the realaxisofthe com plex z plane

(see Fig.4).Thuswewrite

Im ;�(k)� I
(s)
m ;�(k)+ I

(r)
m ;�(k); (82)

where I
(s)
m ;�(k)and I

(r)
m ;�(k)are the contributionsdue to

contours Cs and Cr respectively. The decom position of

Im ;�(k) according to Eq.(82) can be viewed as arising

from thedecom position ofA �(k;")in term sofitsregular

and singularcontributions,aspresented in Eq.(8)above.

Following our considerationsin xx 3.1 and 3.2,for k at

which Eq.(3) has no solution in the interval(� 1 ;�),

I
(s)
m ;�(k)isidentically vanishing.

From Eq. (79), m aking use of the generalresult in

Eq.(22),we have 24

r k"
<
k;�jk= k�

?
� r k"

<
k;�jk= k+

?

=
1

n�(k
+
? )

n �

r kI1;�(k)� "
�
k?;�

r kI0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

�

?

�

�

r kI1;�(k)� "
�

k?;�
r kI0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

+
?

� Zk?;�r k"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?

o

: (83)

24
Below (as well as elsewhere in this paper) � in

r kf(k)jk= k�

?
denotesleft/rightgradientsoff(k),de�ned as

thelim itofr kf(k)fork approaching k? from theleft/right;

here left/rightisde�ned by n̂(k?)� (k � k?)
<
> 0.Forthedef-

inition ofn̂(k?)see textpreceding Eq.(72)above.

In arriving atEq.(83)wehavem adeuseoftheassum ed

continuity of"<
k;�

in a neighbourhood ofk = k?,im ply-

ing,in conjunction with the assum ption ofdiscontinuity

ofn�(k)atk = k?,the equality of"
<
k?;�

with "
�

k?;�
(see

Eq.(27)).

The subsequent notation willbe considerably sim pli-

�ed by introducing the following decom position 25

r k"
<
k;�

� r
(r)

k
"
<
k;�

+ r
(s)

k
"
<
k;�

; (84)

where

r
(r)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?
= r

(r)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

+

?
; (85)

and

r
(s)

k
"
<
k;�jk= k+

?
= 0: (86)

In thisway,m aking useof

1+
Zk?;�

n�(k
+
? )

�
n�(k

�
? )

n�(k
+
? )
; (87)

Eq.(83)can be written in the following equivalentform

r
(s)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?

=
1

n�(k
�
? )

n �

r kI1;�(k)� "
�

k?;�
r kI0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

�

?

�

�

r kI1;�(k)� "
�

k?;�
r kI0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

+

?

� Zk?;�r
(r)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?

o

: (88)

W e now proceed with the determ ination ofthe term s

on the RHS ofEq.(88). It is readily veri�ed that (see

footnote24)

r kI
(r)

0;�(k)jk= k�

?
= r kn�(k)jk= k�

?
; (89)

r kI
(r)

1;�(k)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

=
�

r kn�(k)jk= k�

?

�

"
<

k
�

? ;�

+
�

r
(r)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?

�

n�(k
�
? ): (90)

Following the Dyson equation,m aking use ofEqs.(80)

and (81),wehave

r k
eG �(k;z)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

�
�h
2
Zk?;�

(z� "
k
�

? ;�
)2
v
k
�

? ;�
(z);

for z ! "
k
�

? ;�
; (91)

25
Notethatherer

(x)

k
"
<

k;�
,x = r;s,standsforan entiresym -

bol,thatisr
(x)

k
doesnoton itsown denote an independent

operation.
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where(see Eq.(69))

v
k
�

? ;�
(z):=Zk?;�

�1

�h
r k"kjk= k�

?
+ r k

e��(k;z)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

�

:

(92)

Thus,on thebasisofEqs.(76)and (91)and theCauchy

theorem ,wehave

r kI
(s)
m ;�(k)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

= �hZk?;�

Z

Cs

dz

2�i

zm v
k
�

? ;�
(z)

(z� "
k
�

? ;�
)2

= �hZk?;�

@

@z

�

z
m
v
k
�

? ;�
(z)

�
�
�
�
�
z= "

k�

?
;�

:

(93)

From Eqs.(92)and (80)weobtain

@

@z
v
k
�

? ;�
(z)

�
�
�
�
z= "

k�

?
;�

= Zk?;� r k�k;�jk= k�

?
; (94)

so thatfrom Eq.(93)itfollowsthat

r k I
(s)

0;�(k)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

= �hZ 2
k?;�

r k�k;�jk= k�

?
; (95)

r k I
(s)

1;�(k)

�
�
�
k= k

�

?

= �hZk?;�

�

�

v
k
�

? ;�
("

k
�

? ;�
)+ Zk?;�"k�

? ;�
r k�k;�jk= k�

?

�

: (96)

Com bining the resultsin Eqs.(89)and (90)wehave

�

r kI
(r)

1;�(k)� "
�
k?;�

r kI
(r)

0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

�

?

=
�

r
(r)

k
"
<
k;�jk= k�

?

�

n�(k
�
? ); (97)

while com bining Eqs.(95)and (96)weobtain

�

r kI
(s)

1;�(k)� "
�
k?;�

r kI
(s)

0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

�

?

= �hZk?;� v
�
k?;�

;

(98)

wherewehavem adeuse of(see Eqs.(69)and (92))

v
�

k?;�
� v

k
�

? ;�
(z = "

k
�

? ;�
):

Evidently (see Eq.(86)),

�

r kI
(s)

1;�(k)� "
�

k?;�
r kI

(s)

0;�(k)

��
�
�
k= k

+
?

= 0: (99)

From Eqs.(88),(97),(98),(99),m aking useofEqs.(82)

and (85)wearriveat

r
(s)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?
=

�hZk?;�

n�(k
�
? )

v
�
k?;�

; (100)

which issim plytheexpressionin Eq.(63)in disguise;this

is readily veri�ed by em ploying the results in Eqs.(85)

and (86). W e observe thata �nite Z k?;� givesrise to a

�nite discontinuity in r k"
<
k;�

atk = k? (seeFig.2).

An im portantaspectofthe resultin Eq.(100)is the

following.In x4.1 wehaveem phasized that,form etallic

G Ssofferm ionsinteracting through potentialswhich are

as long ranged as the Coulom b potential,r k"
<
k;�

loga-

rithm ically divergesfork approaching any region where

n�(k)undergoesa discontinuouschange[10].Since

r
(s)

k
"
<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?
� r k"

<
k;�

j
k= k

�

?
� r k"

<
k;�

j
k= k

+

?
; (101)

in followsthatanylogarithm icallydivergentcontribution

thatm ay be contributing to r k"
<
k;�

fork ! k
�
? ,which

by necessity hasthe sam esign fork ! k
�
? and k ! k

+
? ,

26 cancel. Thus,even though for the above-m entioned

system sr k"
<
k;�

is divergentfork ! k
�
? ,forthese sys-

tem s,following Eqs.(100)and (101),v
�

k?;�
isbounded.

Finally,we pointoutthatEq.(100)isnotapplicable

to casesin which k? 2 Sf;�.Thisaspectisrooted in the

failureofEq.(85)fork? 2 Sf;� which,in turn originates

from thefactthat,on allpointsofSf;�,"
<
k;�

acquiresits

m axim um value (nam ely "f)[9,10].Ascan be explicitly

shown,for k? 2 Sf;�,the LHS ofEq.(85) is equalto

r
(r)

k
">
k;�

j
k= k

+

?
.

x 5. Summary and discussion

In this paper we have presented a set ofcom plem en-

tary piecesofevidenceindicating thatthesingle-particle

energydispersionsasdeduced through theARPES arein

fact"<
k;�

(Eq.(39))ratherthan "k;� (m oreprecisely,"
�
k;�

)

thatform ally isa solution ofthe quasi-particleequation

(Eq.(3)). W e have shown that,in addition to "<
k;�

co-

inciding with "
�

k;�
on the Ferm isurface Sf;� ofm etallic

G Ss,the two energy dispersions are equalat any point

inside the underlying Ferm isea FS� where the G S m o-

m entum distribution function n�(k)undergoesa discon-

tinuous change and "<
k;�

is continuous; at the tim e of

writing this paper the question rem ains open whether

this property is retained when the last-m entioned dis-

continuity in n�(k) is replaced by a m ore generalkind

ofsingularity.O neoftheconclusionsthatwedraw from

the analysisofthe experim entaldata obtained by Zhou

etal.[3]aswellasby otherworkers[4{8]isthat(in par-

ticular),along the nodaldirections ofthe 1BZs ofthe

cuprate com pounds investigated by the latter workers,

26
See footnote 16. Further, for a sim ple m odel, such as

the electron-gas m odel,this aspect can be dem onstrated by

explicitcalculation.
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n�(k)isdiscontinuousata pointk? located in the close

vicinity ofthe nodalFerm ipointkf;� (kkf;� � k?k typ-

ically am ounts to som e 5% ofkkf;�k). From this and

our aforem entioned �nding with regard to the equality

of"�
k;�

and "<
k;�

atk? and kf;� we have concluded that

in the intervalalong the diagonaldirection ofthe 1BZ

between k? and kf;� thetwo energy dispersions"
�

k;�
and

"<
k;�

should be in generalexperim entally indistinguish-

able (see Fig.2). For ferm ions interacting through the

long-range Coulom b potential, "�
k;�

and "<
k;�

have dis-

tinct behavioursin the neighbourhoodsofpoints where

n�(k) is discontinuous (x 4.1). Since,according to our

analyses,then�(k)corresponding to system sstudied by

Zhou etal.[3]m ustbeeithercontinuousoronly slightly

discontinuousatk = kf;�,wehavearrived attheconclu-

sion thatthe inuenceofthe long-rangeoftheCoulom b

interaction potentialshould bestrongestatk = k?.The

experim ental data obtained by Zhou et al. [3] indeed

show thatforthe underdoped sam ple (La2� xSrx)CuO 4,

corresponding to for instance x = 0:03,the m easured

energy dispersion shows behaviourin the vicinity ofk?
thatm arkedlydi�ersfrom sim ilarenergydispersionscor-

responding to optim ally-doped and over-doped sam ples

of(La2� xSrx)CuO 4. This di�erence can be viewed as

consisting oftwo separatecontributions,nam ely a �nite

discontinuity and a logarithm ic divergence in the slope

oftheenergy dispersion atk = k?.Theform erisconsis-

tentwith the exactresultobtained in x3.4 according to

which "<
k;�

can undergo a discontinuouschangeatpoints

inside FS� where n�(k)is discontinuous,and the latter

is feasible only ifthe two-body interaction potentialis

aslong ranged asthe Coulom b potential. W e pointout

that,in caseswhere"<
k;�

isdiscontinuousatthepointof

discontinuity ofn�(k),thatisk = k?,neither"
<

k
�

? ;�
nor

"<
k
+

? ;�
coincideswith "

�

k?;�
;herekk

�
? k< kk

+
? k.However,

in caseswhere n�(k
�
? )=Zk?;� � 1,and thusn�(k

+
? )� 0,

itcan be rigorously shown that"<
k
�

? ;�
� "

�

k?;�
.

O urpointofdeparturein thispaperhasbeen based on

the consideration thatsingle-particle energy dispersions

as m easured by the ARPES coincide with the average

value of" with respectto the norm alized energy distri-

bution function �h
� 1
A �(k;")=n�(k); this average value

we have denoted by "<
k;�

. Throughout this paper we

have presented a hostofevidence to supportthis point

ofview. O n the basis of this viewpoint we have pro-

posed the standard variance �" <
k;�

of " with respect

to the above-m entioned norm alized energy distribution

function ascorresponding to the m easured width ofthe

peak in A �(k;") centred at "<
k;�

. From the expression

for�" <
k;�

wehaveinferred thatsharp variationsin n�(k)

aredirectly reected in thebehaviourof�" <
k;�

.W ehave

shown forinstance thatthe com bination ofa discontin-

uous n�(k) and continuous "<
k;�

at k = k? (whereby

"<
k?;�

= "
�
k?;�

)im pliesa discontinuity in �" <
k;�

atk = k?

with thechangein �" <
k;�

beingofthesam esign asthatin

n�(k),thatisn�(k
�
? )

<
> n�(k

+
? ) ( ) �" <

k
�

? ;�

<
> �"

<

k
+

? ;�
.

For (La2� xSrx)CuO 4 at x = 0:063,Zhou et al.[3]ob-

served a decreasein the electron scattering rate(i.e.the

width ofthe M DC)atthe sam e energy asa discontinu-

ity in the gradient ofthe energy dispersion is observed

on transposing k from ‘below’to ‘above’k?,correspond-

ing to kkk < kk?k and kkk > kk?k respectively. This

decrease in the scattering rate isin fullconform ity with

the sign associated with Zk?;�:=n�(k
�
? )� n�(k

+
? )which

hasto be positive in orderforthe change in the energy

dispersion asdescribed by theexpression deduced in this

paper(Eqs.(63)and (100))to conform with the exper-

im entally observed change (see footnote 19). A sudden

changein thespectralwidth attheenergy corresponding

to the‘break’in thesingle-particleenergy dispersion has

also been reported in [5,7,8].

Since
P

k;�
"kn�(k)am ountsto thekineticenergy cor-

responding to the G S ofthe Ham iltonian bH in Eq.(35),

one observes that a �nite discontinuity in n�(k) in the

interior ofthe underlying Ferm isea,of the type indi-

cated above,necessarilyresultsin ahigherkineticenergy

than the kinetic energy corresponding to a com parable

n�(k)which,however,isfreefrom the latterdiscontinu-

ity;in this connection,recallthat n�(k) � 0 and that
P

k;�
n�(k)= N ,independentofthe the strength ofthe

interparticleinteraction,so thata discontinuity in n�(k)

overa setofpointsfk?g in theinterioroftheFerm isea,

with n�(k
�
? )> n�(k

+
? ),isnecessarily accom panied by a

‘spillage’ofn�(k)into the region outside the Ferm isea.

W e thus observe thatthe interpretation as put forward

in the presentpaperofthe experim entalobservationsin

[3{8]also providesa naturalexplanation concerning the

experim entalobservations ofthe excess ‘kinetic’energy

in the norm alstates ofthe doped cuprate com pounds

[11,12]in com parison with the ‘kinetic’energies ofthe

G Ssofconventionalm etals;in arrivingatthelatterstate-

m entwe have relied on the supposition thatthe gapless

excitationsalong the nodaldirectionsofthe 1BZ (below

the pertinent superconducting transition tem peratures)

areakin tothegaplessexcitationsofthenorm alstatesof

the investigated cuprate com pounds. Experim entalob-

servations,attem peratureselevated abovethepertinent

superconducting transition tem peratures,along various

directionsofthe1BZ [5](concerning changein thespec-

tralwidths see [8]),are in conform ity with the above-

m entioned supposition.

Although the considerations in this paper provide a

consistent scenario concerning the m ain aspects ofthe

experim entaldata in [3{8],a fundam entalquestion re-

m ains to be answered, nam ely whether a single-band

m odelwhich,m oreover,exclusively takesaccountofthe

electronic degrees of freedom (Eq. (35)), allows for a

uniform m etallicG S whosecorresponding single-particle

spectralfunction involvesa coherentcontribution below
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"f characteristic ofa well-de�ned quasi-particle excita-

tion at k = k? located inside the underlying Ferm isea

(i.e. at som e �nite distance from Sf;�). Note that,al-

though theexistenceofa well-de�ned quasiparticleexci-

tation atk = k? issu�cientforrendering n �(k)discon-

tinuousatk = k?,thisdiscontinuity doesnotnecessarily

im ply thatthe pertinentexcitation energy should lie by

a �nite am ount below the Ferm ienergy;conversely,in

caseswheretheexcitation energy atissueislessthan the

Ferm ienergy by a non-vanishing am ount,itisnecessary

(in factby de�nition)thatk? belocated away from Sf;�

(seeparagraph following Eq.(12)above).RecentM onte

Carloresultscorrespondingtoprojected variationalwave

functions[34,35]concerningtheconventionalsingle-band

Hubbard Ham iltonian (involving only an on-siteinterac-

tion between ferm ionsofopposite spin)on a square lat-

tice,arenotsupportive ofthe possibility ofa noticeable

discontinuity in n�(k) in the interior ofthe underlying

Ferm isea.27 Furtherm ore,although forthehole-doping

fraction x approaching zero,the discontinuity ofn�(k)

at the nodalFerm ipoint kf;� dim inishes (according to

the authorsof[34,35],Zkf;�
scaleslike x forsu�ciently

sm allx), for x corresponding to optim aldoping (here

xopt = 0:18) it is relatively too large for the following

two reasons. Firstly,since 0 � n�(k) � 1,the larger

the valueofZkf;�
,thesm alleristhe m axim alvaluethat

Zk?;�=n�(k
�
? ),or�? (see Eq.(68)),can possibly attain;

following Eq.(63),a sm allvalue for the latter quantity

corresponds to a sm all‘kink’in the single-particle en-

ergy dispersion "<
k;�

at k = k?. Secondly,in principle

a non-vanishing (and in practicea relatively large)Zkf;�

corresponding to a nodalFerm ipoint at optim aldop-

ing doesnotconform with theexperim entalobservations

by Valla et al.[4]according to which the self-energy in

theneighbourhood ofa nodalFerm iwavevectoralong a

nodaldirection ofthe1BZ satis�esthescaling behaviour

characteristic ofthe self-energies ofm arginalFerm iliq-

uids. Assum ing that,insofar as our present considera-

tionsareconcerned,the variationalresultsin [34,35]are

su�ciently accurate,we have no alternative butto pro-

nounce the conventionalHubbard Ham iltonian (as op-

posed to ‘extended’Hubbard Ham iltonians and as op-

posed to Ham iltonians, such as the Hubbard-Holstein

Ham iltonian (see,e.g.,[36]),in which theferm ionic�eld

is coupled to an externalbosonic �eld) as being inade-

27
It is interesting to note that the n�(k) as reported in

[34,35](alongthenodaldirection ofthe1BZ ofasquarelattice

and corresponding to a projected variationalwave function

for U=t= 12 and t
0
= t=4) unequivocally violates the result

[n�(k
�
f;�)+ n�(k

+
f;�)]=2 = 1=2. Following the analysis in [9]

and in fullconform ity with the conclusion arrived atherein,

we observe that the underlying m etallic G S is not a Ferm i

liquid.

quate fordescribing the phenom ena observed in [3]and

[4{8].Thisconclusion contradictsthe �nding by Rande-

ria et al.[37]whose analysisis based on the very sam e

com putationalresults(i.e. those reported in [34,35])as

relied upon by usabove.

Concerning the interpretation ofthe experim entalob-

servation in [3{8]aspresented in [37],denotingtheFerm i

velocityathigh bindingenergiesbyv
high
f (tobecom pared

with whatwe have in thispaperdenoted by v<
k
�

? ;�
)and

thatatlow bindingenergiesbyvlowf (tobecom pared with

v
<

k
+

? ;�
),Randeria et al.[37]deduce that v

high
f = vlowf =Z

(com parewith Eq.(63)above)whereZ standsforwhat

we have in this paper denoted by Zkf;�
,to be strictly

distinguished from Zk?;�. The expression asdeduced in

[37]forvlowf isthe standard expression forthe Ferm ive-

locity in (isotropic) Ferm i-liquids (see Eq.(7) in [37]).

Through stating that\atinterm ediate to high energies,

j@�0=@!j� 1",where �0 is the realpartofself-energy

as evaluated at \k = kf",Randeria et al.[37]deduced

an expression forv
high
f which up to the num ericalfactor

Z (by the latterstatem entthis isidenti�ed with unity)

coincideswith thatforvlowf and hence the above-quoted

expression relating the two velocities. Itisevidentthat

the crucial, and in our opinion m anifestly unjusti�ed,

step taken by Randeria et al.[37]in deducing the ex-

pression v
high
f = vlowf =Z isthatofe�ecting thecondition

\j@�0=@!j� 1" in the expression concerning v
high
f ,for

theessentialaspectoftheexperim entalobservationsbe-

ing interpreted concerns a change in energy dispersions

(ordiscontinuityin Ferm ivelocities)overarelativelyvery

narrow range ofenergies (centred around,for instance,

approxim ately "? = "f � 70 m eV insofar as the experi-

m entsreported in [3]are concerned)whereby an appeal

to therelationship \j@�0=@!j� 1" isseen to beentirely

unwarranted.The only possibility thatwould justify an

appealto the latter relationship would be the disconti-

nuity of\@�0=@!" at !? = "?=�h,with �0 reducing to

a nearly constant function 28 of! for all! < !?. By

the K ram ers-K r�onig relation the im aginary part �00 of

theself-energy would bealm ostvanishing forall! < !?,

which isneitherrealisticnorenjoined by theexperim en-

talobservationsunderconsideration. W e therefore con-

clude thatthe considerationsby Randeria etal.[37]do

notshed lighton the observationsasreported in [3{8].

Itisim portantto pointoutthataccordingtoa widely,

but not universally, held view (for a review see [33];

28
Forthe uniform G Ssofthe single-band Hubbard Ham il-

tonian, which are dealt with in [37], lim j"j! 1 � �(k;") =

�h
� 1
U n��,wheren�� isthenum berofferm ionswith spin index

�� (the index com plem entary to �) per site and U is the on-

siteinteraction energy.Theabove-m entioned nearly-constant

function m usttherefore be close to the latterlim iting value.
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see also [38]),both the ‘kink’in the single-particle en-

ergy dispersion and thedecreasein thespectralwidth at

k = k? are to be attributed to electron-phonon interac-

tion [8,39]. 29 Counterargum ents,disfavouring phonons

and attributing the latter phenom ena to antiferrom ag-

neticspin uctuationshavebeen putforward 30 [43,44,42]

(see also the discussions in [6,7]which concern exper-

im ents as wellas those in [5],exam ining experim ental

observationsin thelightofa num berofdi�erenttheoret-

icalpossibilities). W e do not consider electron-phonon

interaction as being the prim ary cause for the ‘kink’in

the experim entally m easured energy dispersions. This

becom es evident by linearly extrapolating the data in

Fig. 1a of [3] at high binding energies (corresponding

to energies between approxim ately 0:2 and 0:1 eV be-

low the Ferm ienergy "f)towardsthe nodalFerm ipoint

k = kf;�. O ne observes that at k = kf;� the extrapo-

lated energy dispersionscorrespondingto alldoping con-

centrations (in total10 energy dispersions correspond-

ing to x 2 [0:03;0:3]) intersect the energy axis at the

sam e point (this with rem arkable accuracy) above the

Ferm ienergy,nam ely atapproxim ately 0:075 eV above

"f (instead of at, or nearly at, "f if electron-phonon

interaction were directly at work; see later); this ex-

cess energy is alm ost equalto the binding energy (i.e.

"f � "?) at which ‘kink’in the energy dispersions has

been observed. The conventionalelectron-phonon the-

ory [23] (see in particular x 6.4 herein), according to

which kv
k
+
? ;�

k=kv
k
�

? ;�
k = 1=(1+ �),where� isthe cou-

pling constantoftheelectron-phonon interaction,orthe

electron-phonon contribution to the m ass enhancem ent

(foracom prehensiveoverview see[45]),requiresthatthe

changein theenergydispersion correspond toaclockwise

‘winding’around "f (inside an energy window ofwidth

�h!ph centred at "f,
31 where !ph the the characteristic

29
Concerningtheroleenvisioned fortheelectron-phonon in-

teraction in thecontextofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductiv-

ity in thecupratecom poundssee[40]and fortheinterplay be-

tween electron-electron and electron-phonon interactions see

[41].
30
Forcom pletenesswe m ention thatwe failto com prehend

them ethodology with theaid ofwhich theauthorsof[42]de-

duced from theircom putationalresultsconcerning thesingle-

particle spectralfunction (denoted in [42]by N (k;!))a kink

in the single-particle energy dispersion. In our judgem ent,

connecting the m axim a ofa series ofN (k;!) corresponding

to variousk (considered asparam eter),astheauthorsof[42]

did (seeFigs.4 { 6 in [42],noting thatin these! ism easured

in m ilielectron voltsand k in unitsofthe inverse lattice con-

stant),cannot provide unequivocalinform ation with regard

to the dispersion ofthe underlying single-particle excitation

energies.
31
See,forexam ple,Fig.26.1 in [46];seealso Fig.6.16 in [23]

and note thatthe electron-phonon self-energy isvanishing at

phonon frequency) ofthe electronic dispersion with re-

spect to that in the absence ofphonons; the ‘kink’in

the single-particle energy dispersionsin system sofelec-

trons coupled to phonons is thus seen to correspond to

a sharp crossoverofthe phonon-dressed dispersion into

that ofelectrons in the absence ofelectron-phonon in-

teraction (from which thephonon-dressed energy disper-

sion becom es rapidly indistinguishable) at som e short

distance outside the above-m entioned energy window;

linear extrapolation of electron-phonon dressed energy

dispersions from outside the above-m entioned crossover

region (and corresponding to kkk < kk?k) m ust there-

fore atk = kf;� very nearly intersectthe energy axisat

"f.Experim entally,thisaspectisevidentfrom thehigh-

resolution photoem ission dataconcerningthe(0001)sur-

face state ofberyllium (also referred to asthe �-surface

state of Be(0001)) as presented in Fig.3 of the work

by Hengsbergeretal.[47](see also [48]). A com parison

ofthe data in Fig.3 of[49]with those in Fig.4 of[48]

leadsonetoconcludethattheabove-m entionedclockwise

‘winding’around "f ofthephonon-dressed single-particle

energy dispersionswith respectto theirundressed coun-

terparts is also present in the energy dispersion ofthe

(110)surface-state ofm olybdenum [49]. W ith reference

to ourabovestatem entwith regard to the extrapolation

ofthe energy dispersionsin Fig.1a of[3]corresponding

to kkk < kk?k towardsk = kf;�,it is evident that the

‘kinks’observed in the single-particleenergy dispersions

in the hole-doped cuprate com pounds[3{8]cannotbe a

directconsequenceofthe electron-phonon interaction.

In orderto exam ine the possibility ofan indirectrole

played by phononsin bringing about‘kink’in theenergy

dispersionsasobserved in [3{8],itisinstructiveto recall

a m odelproposed by Fr�ohlich [50,51](seealso xx1.8 and

3.16in [52]).Fr�ohlich [50,51]showed that,forsu�ciently

largevalue ofcoupling constant,the interaction ofinde-

pendent electrons with phonons gives rise to an exotic

electronic G S,which Fr�ohlich showed to be a supercon-

ducting state.32 In thisstate,theFerm isea ofelectrons

consistsoftwo concentricregions,separated by a narrow

region of unoccupied single-particle states (see Figs.1

and 2 in [50]);Fr�ohlich explicitly showed that this G S,

corresponding to a ‘shell’distribution ofelectronsin the

k space,ischaracterized by theequality ofthewidthsof

theinterveningunoccupied regionand theouteroccupied

region ofthe k space. For such a state,on transposing

"= "f,orusing the notation adopted in [23],atu = 0.
32

Schafroth [53]has,however,shown that,as the theory

of Fr�ohlich is based on a �nite-order perturbation theory

concerning electron-phonon interaction (explicitly,a second-

ordertheory),itfails to describe the M eissner e�ect. Foran

exposition ofthe work by Schafroth see [52](appendix A1.8

herein).
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k from theinterioroftheinnerFerm isea to theexterior

ofthe outer Ferm isea,n�(k) undergoes three disconti-

nuities,from unity to zero,from zero to unity and again

from unity to zerorespectively.Each ofthesediscontinu-

itieswould in turn giveriseto discontinuitiesin "<
k;�

(in

principle;x3.4)and r k"
<
k;�

,in them annerdescribed in

thispaper(xx 3.4,4.2 and 4.3),were itnotforthe fact

thatthesediscontinuitiesallcorrespond tosingle-particle

excitations whose energies coincide with "f. It follows

thattheFr�ohlich stateisnottheappropriatestateinso-

farastheobservationsin [3{8]areconcerned.In spiteof

this,thecrucialrolethatphononsplay in bringingabout

theFr�ohlich state(atleastin principle),with theabove-

indicated discontinuitiesin the associated n�(k),m akes

evidentthatphononscan in principle be vitalin regard

to the observationsreported in [3{8];in thisconnection

itshould benoted thatthebinding energies"f� "? corre-

spondingto‘kinks’in them easured single-particleenergy

dispersions ofthe investigated cuprate com pounds very

nearly coincide with the energiesofthe longitudinalop-

tic phononsin these [8](fora detailed discussion ofthis

subjectsee[33]).

W e point out that the prediction by Fr�ohlich [50]of

theabove-m entioned ‘shell’staterelieson a second-order

perturbation expansion ofthe G S energy ofthe coupled

electron-phonon system . Soon afteritspredication,this

statewasasserted by W entzel[54]and K ohn and Vachas-

pati [55]as not feasible through its interception by a

structurallattice instability at an electron-phonon cou-

pling constantsm allerthan thatrequired forthe form a-

tion ofthe Fr�ohlich state;W entzel[54]conceded,how-

ever,thatinteraction ofelectrons,nottaken accountof

in Fr�ohlich’s considerations,would render the Fr�ohlich

state feasible. However,according to Bardeen [56](see

the closing paragraph ofsection IIIherein),who hases-

tablished a m odi�ed stability condition for the lattice,

the Fr�ohlich stateisviable.33

33
Anderson [57] presented the contents of the Fr�ohlich

m odelin a m odern setting,indicating the diagram m atic rep-

resentations of the underlying exchange processes. Subse-

quently,with reference to a M igdaltheorem [58],Anderson

[57]stated (p.1346): \Butin factM igdalresolved the prob-
lem even m ore com pletely by showing that� isa m uch m ore
sensitive function of! than ofk | i.e.,it is localin space,
retarded in tim e,thus depends on ! m uch m ore sharply |
so thatthelarge correction to (E k)e� com esfrom @�=@!:...
and Z = 1=[1 � (@�=@!)]is always positive: the Fr�ohlich-
Bardeen instability sim ply does not occur. The com plete
treatm ent shows that phonon instability and the �rst sin-
gularity ofZ actually occur precisely at the sam e coupling
strength." Two com m entsarein order.Firstly,theelectronic

state on which the M igdaltheorem at issue is based is that

ofthenon-interacting free-ferm ion m odel(thisisreadily veri-

�ed through inspecting [58]in conjunction with [50]);in other

Concerning the ‘universality’(within an experim ental

uncertainty ofapproxim ately 20% ) ofthe Ferm iveloci-

tiesatlow bindingenergiesasreported by Zhou etal.[3],

following the analysisin x 3.5,this‘universality’reveals

two aspects;�rstly,the‘universal’energy "f � "?,where

"? � "
�
k?;�

� "<
k?;�

,is associated with som e bosonic ex-

citations that are externalto the electronic degrees of

freedom ,supporting thepossibility thatlongitudinalop-

ticalphonons,though notdirectly (seeabove),can indi-

rectly be the sought-afterbosonic excitations;secondly,

a rigid,thatisdoping-independent,tight-binding energy

dispersion "k underlying the m any-body Ham iltonian in

Eq.(35),isnotcapableofreliably describingthecuprate

words,itisassum ed thatthescaleoftheelectronicexcitation

energiesisdeterm ined by a single electronic m assparam eter.

For speci�cally strongly-correlated electron system s there is

no a priorireason to believethattheG S ofthism odelwould

at allbe an appropriate starting point for dealing with the

problem of electron-phonon interaction (this is exactly the

sam e problem which in facthindersa rigorousform ulation of

atheory concerning thesuperconductingstatesofthecuprate

com poundswhose low-lying single-particle excitationsin the

norm alstate are notquasi-particle-like;see however[59]),so

that the above-m entioned Fr�ohlich-Bardeen instability can-

not on its own rule out the existence ofthe Fr�ohlich state.

Secondly,itisgenerally,even though perhapsnotuniversally,

accepted that non-adiabatic processes are signi�cant in the

copper-oxide-based high-tem perature superconductors,lead-

ing to the ‘failure’ofthe M igdaltheorem referred to above.

See [60]. For com pleteness,we have carried out calculations

[61]on a uniform two-dim ensionalm odelin which the G S is

the Fr�ohlich state. From the �rst-order self-energy in term s

ofthe dynam ically screened interaction function we have de-

duced quasi-particlelifetim eswhich aregenerically by oneor-

derofm agnitude shorterthan the lifetim esofquasi-particles

in the conventionaltwo-dim ensionalm odelat sim ilar densi-

ties.W ehavefurtherstudied [61]avariety ofthepropertiesof

thism odelin the superconducting state within the Bardeen-

Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)fram ework,despitethefactthatthe

aforem entioned shortquasi-particle lifetim es underm inesthe

useoftheBCS form alism .Forinstance,in theweak-coupling

lim it we obtain that 2�(T = 0)=[k bTc]is relatively close to

4 (to be com pared with the conventionalBCS value of3:52).

W e pointoutthata recent[62]non-selfconsistent �rst-order

calculation (in which the e�ective interaction has been de-

duced from di�usion M onteCarloresultsconcerningthestatic

chargeand spin structurefactorsand random -phaseapproxi-

m ation Ans�atzeconcerningthedynam icaldensity-densityand

spin-spin susceptibilities) concerning two-dim ensionalliquid
3
He indicates that on increasing the aerial density of

3
He

atom s the e�ective m ass diverges; a subsequent increase of

thedensity suggestswhatBoronatetal.[62]referto asbeing
indicativeofa transition to\anom alousoccupation num bers"
and to which we would referasthe Fr�ohlich ‘shell’state.In-

terestingly,according to Boronat et al.[62]\Both spin and
density uctuationshave profound e�ects."
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com pounds,speci�cally thoseinvestigated by Zhou etal.

[3];the barem asscorresponding to a rigid tight-binding

energy dispersion isrelatively strongly dependenton the

levelofdoping (see caption ofFig.3),and this is m ost

likely inherited by the corresponding dressed m ass and

consequently theinteracting Ferm ivelocity,thuscontra-

dicting the above-m entioned experim entalobservations.

Although in thispaperwehavem ainly focused on the

ARPESdataalongthenodaldirectionsofthe1BZsofthe

cupratecom poundsasreported in [3{8],ourapproach is

applicablealong any direction ofthe1BZ.In thelightof

theobservationsasreported in [5](seespeci�cally Fig.3

in [5]) we conclude that a discontinuity in n�(k) in the

interioroftheFerm iseam ay beagenericproperty ofthe

norm alstatesofallcupratesuperconductors.W ith refer-

encetoourobservation in thispaperthatalongthenodal

directionsofthe 1BZsofthe cuprate com pounds inves-

tigated in [3{8],the quasi-particle equation m ust have

at least (see footnote 9) two solutions "�
k?;�

< � and

"
+

k?;�
> � corresponding to true Landau quasi-particles

(in the sense ofZk?;� > 0),itisinteresting to recallan

earlierobservation presented in [9];here ithasbeen rig-

orously shown that,within thefram ework oftheconven-

tionalsingle-band Hubbard Ham iltonian,fork located in

thepseudogap regionsofthereciprocalspace,thequasi-

particleequation m usthave(atleast)two solutions,one

strictly below � and onestrictly above�,and thatthese

solutionsdo notcorrespond to quasi-particleexcitations

ofthe Landau type,but to resonances. Itis ofinterest

to investigate whether,and ifso,how these two distinct

energiesare related to "�
k?;�

and "+
k?;�

which correspond

to Landau quasiparticles. W e should em phasize that,

whereas the above-m entioned resonances correspond to

wavevectorsin the pseudogap regionsofthe underlying

putativeFerm isurfaces(in [9]ithasbeen shown that34

S
(0)
f;�nSf;�,which m ay orm ay notbe em pty,constitutes

thepseudogap region ofthewave-vectorspace),thewave

vectork? islocated in the interiorofFerm iseas,i.e. at

som e�nite distance from Sf;�.

W e close thissection by reiterating that,although we

havebeen abletoprovideaconsistentscenariofortheex-

perim entalobservationsin [3{8],anum berofoutstanding

questionsrem ain.These are

(i)whethera single-band m odeliscapableofpossess-

inga uniform m etallicG S whosem om entum distribution

function isdiscontinuousin theinterioroftheunderlying

Ferm isea (speci�cally along the nodaldirectionsofthe

34
Here S

(0)

f;� stands for the Ferm isurface corresponding to

"k + ��,in which �� has been chosen such that the interior

ofS
(0)

f;� containsthesam e num berofk pointsascontained in

theinteriorofSf;�,nam ely N �,thetotalnum berofferm ions

in the G S with spin index �.

1BZ)and atthe pertinent wave vector,denoted in this

paperby k?,thesingle-particlespectralfunction involves

a singularcontribution at" = "? where "? lies som e 50

to 70 m eV below the Ferm ienergy "f,

(ii) whether a uniform G S is su�cient, or inhom o-

geneity, such as ‘stripes’ (whether static or dynam ic)

[63{65]areessentialforthe single-particlespectralfunc-

tion A �(k;") to possess the properties indicated above

and

(iii)whethertheabove-m entioned propertiesexpected

ofA �(k;")can arisethrough collectiveexcitationsinter-

naltotheelectronicsystem (chargeand spin excitations)

[66]or coupling ofelectrons to externalbosonic m odes

(phonons)areessential,ora com bination ofboth.

Asforthe role thatphononscan play in bringing about

the above-m entioned propertiesconcerning A �(k;"),we

believe that the experim entaldata considered by us in

thispaper[3{8]rule outa prim ary role;however,a sec-

ondary (even though possibly vital)roleisnotexcluded.

As an exam ple ofthe interesting possibilities that can

becom e available through the m ediation ofthe electron-

phononinteraction,wehavebrieydiscussedtheFr�ohlich

‘shell’state. W e have,however,shown that this state

cannotbetheappropriatestateto which theexperim en-

talobservationsasreported in [3{8]can be ascribed.
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A P P EN D IX A :A N A P P R O X IM A T E "
<

k;�

In thisappendix wededucean approxim ateexpression

for"<
k;�

by assum ingn�(k)2 f0;1g,subjecttothecondi-

tion
P

k
n�(k)= N �,8�,where N � standsforthe num -

berofparticleswith spin index � in the G S.The n�(k)

pertainingtothe(N � + N ��)-particleG S of bH 0 in Eq.(37)

isonly a speci�cexam pleofthetypeofn�(k)considered

in thisappendix.M any aspectsin thisappendix coincide

with those in x A.2 ofappendix A in [19];however,the

approach adopted hereism oredirectand thedetailsare
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m oreclosely related to thesubjectm attersofthepresent

paper.

W e considerthe following form forthe m any-body in-

teracting Ham iltonian bH :

bH =
X

�

Z

ddr  ̂y
�(r)h0(r) ̂�(r)

+
1

2

X

�;�0

Z

ddrddr0  ̂y
�(r) ̂

y

�0(r
0)v(r � r

0) ̂�0(r0) ̂�(r);

(A1)

where h0(r) is the sum of the single-particle kinetic-

energy operator and one-body externalpotential(e.g.,

ionic potential) and v(r � r0) is the two-particle inter-

action potentialwhich weleaveunspeci�ed atthisstage.

In [19]forthesingle-particlespectralfunction A �(r;r
0;")

pertaining to the G S ofthe Ham iltonian in Eq.(A1)we

haveobtained the following exactexpression 35

1

�h

Z �

� 1

d""A �(r;r
0;")= h0(r)�

(1)(r0�;r�)

+

Z

ddr00v(r � r
00)

X

�0

�(2)(r0�;r00�0;r�;r00�0); (A2)

where�(m ),m = 1;2,isthem -particleground-stateden-

sity m atrix,for which we have (for details and various

propertiesofthisfunction wereferthereadertoappendix

B in [19])

�(m )(r1�1;:::;rm �m ;r
0
1�

0
1;:::;r

0
m �

0
m )

:= h	 N ;0ĵ 
y
�1
(r1)::: ̂

y
�m
(rm ) ̂�0

m
(r0m )::: ̂�0

1
(r01)j	 N ;0i;

(A3)

thefunction �(1)(r0�;r�)ism orecom m only denoted by

%�(r
0;r).

Now wespecializetocasesin which onehasthefollow-

ing spectralrepresentation forthesingle-particledensity

m atrix:

%�(r
0
;r)=

X

k

n�(k) k(r) 
�
k(r

0); (A4)

where,for uniform G Ss de�ned on the continuum ,one

has

 k(r)=
1


1=2
eik� r; (A5)

and,foruniform G Ssde�ned on a regularlatticeconsist-

ing ofN l sites(subjectto periodic boundary condition)

35
The RHS ofEq.(A2) is sim ply D �(r;r

0
) de�ned in ap-

pendix E of [19] (see in particular Eqs. (E5), (E12) and

(E13) therein) of which the second contribution is equal

to � B�(r;r
0
) de�ned in appendix B of[19](see Eq.(B29)

therein).

 k(r)=
1

N
1=2
l

X

j

eik� Rj �(r � Rj); (A6)

where fR jkj= 1;:::;N lg de�nesthe above-m entioned

lattice and �j(r) is a norm alized ‘atom ic’orbitallocal-

ized around r = 0. Since  k(r)in Eq.(A6)is a Bloch

function,itcan be written asfollows:

 k(r)=
1


1=2
eik� ruk(r); (A7)

whereuk(r)standsfora norm alized periodicfunction of

r satisfying uk(r)= uk(r + R j),8j.In whatfollowswe

explicitly dealwith the Bloch function in Eq.(A7)and

deduce the results corresponding to the Bloch function

in Eq.(A5)through identifying uk(r)with unity.

W ith

h0(r) k(r)= "k k(r); (A8)

itfollowsthat36

h0(r)%�(r
0
;r)=

X

k

"k n�(k) k(r) 
�
k(r

0): (A9)

Foruniform G Sswehave

A �(r;r
0;")=

X

k

A �(k;") k(r) 
�
k(r

0); (A10)

so thatthrough the orthogonality relation

Z

ddr �
k(r) k0(r)= �k;k0; (A11)

from Eq.(A10)weobtain

A �(k;")=

Z

ddrddr0 �
k(r)A �(r;r

0;") k(r
0): (A12)

Thusfrom Eqs.(A2),(A9),(A11)and (A12)we deduce

that

1

�h

Z �

� 1

d""A �(k;")= "k n�(k)+ g�<
k;�

; (A13)

wherewith referenceto Eqs.(39)and (40)wehave

�
<
k;�

�

Z

ddrddr0 �
k(r) k(r

0)

�

Z

ddr00w(r � r
00)

X

�0

�(2)(r0�;r00�0;r�;r00�0); (A14)

36
Fortim e-reversal-sym m etricG Ss,forwhich "� k n�(� k)�

"k n�(k)holds,one readily veri�esthatthe RHS ofEq.(A9)

isinvariantundertheexchangeofr and r0 and consequently

so isalso the LHS.
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in which as in Eq.(37) we have introduced the dim en-

sionlesstwo-body interaction potentialw � g� 1 v.

From the representation in Eq.(A4)and the orthogo-

nality relation in Eq.(A11)we have

Z

ddr00%�(r
0
;r

00)%�(r
00
;r)=

X

k

�

n�(k)
�2
 k(r) 

�
k(r

0);

(A15)

sothat,in caseswheren�(k)takesthevalues0and 1over

the entirerangeofk,itfollowsthat%�(r
0;r)isidem po-

tent(in the representation-freenotation,idem potency is

de�ned through %�%� = %�).
37 In such cases(and only

in such case)the following resultisexact:

�(2)(x1;x2;x
0
1;x

0
2)=

�
�
�
�
�
�

�(1)(x1;x
0
1) �(1)(x1;x

0
2)

�(1)(x2;x
0
1) �(1)(x2;x

0
2)

�
�
�
�
�
�

; (A16)

in which xi � ri�i.By the conservation ofspin we have

[19]

�(1)(r�;r0�0)= ��;�0 �(1)(r�;r0�)� ��;�0 %�(r;r
0):

(A17)

Underthe assum ption thatn�(k)2 f0;1g,wethushave

Z

ddr00w(r � r
00)

X

�0

�(2)(r0�;r00�0;r�;r00�0)

=
1

g
vh(r;[n])%�(r

0
;r)

�

Z

ddr00w(r � r
00)%�(r

0
;r

00)%�(r
00
;r); (A18)

where vh(r;[n]) is the Hartree potentialcorresponding

to the totalnum ber density n(r) �
P

�
n�(r), where

n�(r)� %�(r;r),thatis

vh(r;[n])�

Z

ddr0v(r � r
0)n(r0): (A19)

For two-body potentials for which
R

ddr0 v(r � r0) �


�v(q = 0)isunbounded,itisnecessary to e�ecta reg-
ularization procedurewhich takesaccountofthe attrac-

tiveinteraction oftheparticleswith som euniform ly dis-

tributed background charge through which vh(r;[n]) is

37
Thefactthatthesingle-particledensity m atrix pertaining

to a non-interacting G S isidem potentisassociated with the

very speci�c condition where n�(k) coincides with the char-

acteristic function ofthe non-interacting Ferm isea (equalto

unity inside and equalto zero outside the m entioned Ferm i

sea). The expressions that are presented in Eqs.(A20) and

(A21) below are therefore ofwider applicability than solely

to the �(2) pertaining to non-interacting G Ss.

replaced by vh(r;[n� n0])wheren0:= N =
.Foruniform

G Ss de�ned on the continuum ,this procedure entirely

rem ovesvh(r;[n])from the form alism .Foruniform G Ss

de�ned on a lattice,vh(r;[n])isequalto a constant,in-

dependent of r. Since in this appendix we dealwith

uniform G Ss,in whatfollowswedenote the Hartree po-

tentialby vh which representsa constantwhich m ay or

m ay notbe vanishing.

From theaboveobservations,som estraightforward al-

gebra,and Eqs.(A14)and (A18)weobtain

�
<
k;�

=

n
1

g
vh �

Z
ddk0

(2�)d
�w(kk � k

0
k)n�(k

0
)

o

n�(k)

�
�h

g
�hf
� (k)n�(k); (A20)

where �hf
� (k) stands for the Hartree-Fock part of the

self-energy.Fortheuniform G Ssofthesingle-band Hub-

bard Ham iltonian,�hf
� (k)= �h

� 1
U n�� (independentofk)

where n��:= N ��=N l; from this and Eq.(A20) it follows

that�<
k;�

= n��n�(k)and,through Eq.(40),�k;� = n��.

In arriving atEq.(A20)wehaveconsidered thetherm o-

dynam ic lim it and replaced 
� 1
P

k0 by (2�)� d
R

ddk0.

Thisintegralcoverstheentireavailablewave-vectorspace

which forsystem sde�ned on a latticeconsistsofthe1BZ

correspondingtotheunderlying Bravaislattice;forthese

system s,the vector k � k
0
on the RHS ofEq.(A20) is

to beunderstood asrepresenting k � k
0
+ K 0 wherethe

reciprocallattice vectorK 0 (corresponding to an Um k-

lapp process)isa function ofk and k
0
and ensuresthat

k � k
0
+ K 0 2 1BZ.

From Eq.(A20)itisobserved thatwithin the fram e-

work ofthe approxim ation where n�(k) 2 f0;1g,�<
k;�

is proportionalto n�(k) so that for �k;� as de�ned in

Eq.(40)wehave

�k;� =
�h

g
�hf
� (k): (A21)

Thus,following Eq.(39),according to the present ap-

proxim ation wehave

"
<
k;� = "k + �h�hf

� (k): (A22)

The unsound (see,however,next paragraph) nature of

thisexpression in itsfunctionalform becom esevidentby

realizingthefactthatby theassum ed stability oftheG S

ofthe system itisrequired that"<
k;�

< �,8k,while the

expression on the RHS ofEq.(A22)in generaldoesnot

satisfy this requirem ent. For instance, by considering

the uniform electron-gas system for which one has the

unbounded energy dispersion "k = �h
2
kkk2=[2m e], one

im m ediately observesthat for su�ciently large kkk the

RHS ofEq.(A22)can be m ade to exceed any constant

value. This aspect is m ade the m ore explicit by con-

sidering the energy dispersion ">
k;�

in Eq.(48)(see also

Eq.(23)).Undertheconditionsforwhich Eq.(A20)ap-

plies,Eq.(48)yields
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"
>
k;�

= "k + �h�hf
� (k); (A23)

which identically coincideswith the(approxim ate)result

in Eq.(A22). This result,sim ilarto thatin Eq.(A22),

clearly exposestheshortcom ingoftheapproxim ation ac-

cording to which n�(k) 2 f0;1g; in [9,10]is has been

shown thatthe exact">
k;�

satis�es">
k;�

> �,8k.

The peculiaritiesofthe expressionsin Eqs.(A22)and

(A23)areunderstood by consideringthe�ctitioussingle-

particlespectralfunction A �(k;")introduced in Eq.(32)

and to which theenergies"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

correspond.Itis

observed thatA �(k;")yieldsthe sam e resultby substi-

tuting A �(k;") for the exactA �(k;") in Eq.(39),that

is

R�

� 1
d""A �(k;")

R�

� 1
d"A �(k;")

= "
<
k;�

; 8k: (A24)

The sam e appliesto ">
k;�

in Eq.(23). Asisevident,the

validity ofEq.(A24) and ofits counterpart concerning

">
k;�

crucially depends on the properties "<
k;�

< � and

">
k;�

> �,8k. In order to gain insight into the conse-

quencesoftheapproxim atefram ework considered in this

appendix,leading to identicalenergy dispersionsfor"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

, for allk, it is appropriate to substitute the

expressionsin Eqs.(A22)and (A23)into Eq.(32)from

which itfollowsthat

A �(k;")= �h�("� "
hf
k;�); (A25)

where

"
hf
k;�:= "k + �h�hf

� (k): (A26)

O neobservesthat,within theapproxim atefram ework in

which n�(k) 2 f0;1g,the single-particle energy disper-

sion in factconsistsofa singlebranch,nam ely "hf
k;�

,and

notoftwo identicalbranches. Thusthe identity of"<
k;�

and ">
k;�

in our approxim ate fram ework am ounts to no

fundam entaldefect,ratherto a m anifestation ofthe re-

stricted space ofthe single-particle excitationsavailable

to states (or G Ss)for which the associated n�(k)satis-

�esn�(k)2 f0;1g,8k.W ith referenceto speci�cally our

considerationsin x4,resulting in theconclusion thatfor

casesin which v(r� r0)isthelong-rangeCoulom b poten-

tial(or one as long-ranged as this),r k"
<

>

k;�
is logarith-

m ically divergentfork approachingregions(e.g.Sf;�)in

which n�(k)isdiscontinuous,itisobserved thatthisas-

pectisappropriately preserved by r k"
hf
k;� in which "hf

k;�

ispurported to approxim ate"
<

>

k;�
. 2

R eferences

[1]A.D am ascelli, Z.Hussain,and Z.-X.Shen,Rev. M od.

Phys.75,473 (2003).

[2]Z.-X.Shen,and D .S.D essau,Physica Reports,253,1-

162 (1995).

[3]X.J.Zhou, T.Yoshida, A.Lanzara, P.V.Bogdanov,

S.A.K ellar,K .M .Shen,W .L.Yang,F.Ronning,T.

Sasagawa,T.K akeshita,T.Noda,H.Eisaki,S.Uchida,

C.T.Lin,F.Zhou,J.W .Xiong,W .X.Ti,Z.X.Zhao,

A.Fujim ori,Z.Hussain,and Z.-X.Shen,Nature,423,

398 (2003).

[4]T.Valla,A.V.Fedorov,P.D .Johnson,B.O .W ells,S.L.

Hulbert,Q .Li,G .D .G u,and N.K oshizuka,Science,

285,2110 (1999).

[5]P.V.Bogdanov,A.Lanzara,S.A.K ellar,X.J.Zhou,

E. D . Lu, W . J. Zheng, G . G u, J.-I. Shim oyam a, K .

K ishio, H.Ikeda, R.Yoshizaki, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X.

Shen,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,2581 (2000).

[6]P. D . Johnson, T. Valla, A. V. Fedorov, Z. Yusof,

B.O .W ells,Q .Li,A.R.M oodenbaugh,G .D .G u,N.

K oshizuka,C.K endziora,S.Jian,and D .G .Hinks,Phys.

Rev.Lett.87,177007 (2001).

[7]A.K am inski,M .Randeria,J.C.Cam puzano,M .R.Nor-

m an,H.Fretwell,J.M esot,T.Sato,T.Takahashi,and

K .K adowaki,Phys.Rev.Lett.86,1070 (2001).

[8]A.Lanzara,P.V.Bogdanov,X.J.Zhou,S.A.K ellar,

D .L.Feng, E.D .Lu,T.Yoshida, H.Eisaki, A.Fuji-

m ori,K .K ishio,J.-I.Shim oyam a,T.Noda,S.Uchida,

Z.Hussain,and Z.-X.Shen,Nature 412,510 (2001).

[9]B.Farid,Phil.M ag.83,2829 (2003).cond-mat/0211244

[10]B.Farid,Phil.M ag.,84,109 (2004).cond-mat/0304350

[11]A.F.Santander-Syro,R.P.S.M .Lobo,N.Bontem ps,Z.

K onstantinovic,Z.Z.Li,and H.Ra�y,Europhys.Lett.

62,568 (2003).cond-mat/0111539

[12]H.J.A.M olegraaf,C.Presura,D .van derM arel,P.H.

K es,and M .Li,Science 295,2239 (2002).

[13]P.W .Anderson,THE Theory ofSuperconductivity in
theHigh-Tc Cuprates(Princeton University Press,1997).

[14]D .Pines,and P.Nozi�eres,The Theory ofQ uantum Liq-
uids,Vol.I,Norm alFerm iLiquids(Benjam in,New York,

1966).

[15]M .Randeria, H.D ing, J.-C.Cam puzano, A.Bellm an,

G . Jennings, T. Yokoya, T. Takahashi, H.K atayam a-

Yoshida,T.M ochiku,and K .K adowaki,Phys.Rev.Lett.

74,4951 (1995).

[16]J.C.Cam puzano,H.D ing,M .R.Norm an,M .Randeria,

A.F.Bellm an,T.Yokoya,T.Takahashi,H.K atayam a-

Yoshida,T.M ochiku,and K .K adowaki,Phys.Rev.B 53,

R14737 (1996).

[17]W .O .Putikka,M .U.Luchini,and R.R.P.Singh,Phys.

Rev.Lett.81,2966 (1998).

[18]B.Farid,Phil.M ag.B 79,1097 (1999).

[19]B.Farid,Phil.M ag.B,82,1413 (2002);(E) ibid.,82,

1817 (2002).

[20]B.Farid,Electron Correlation in the Solid State,edited
by N.H.M arch (Im perialCollege Press,London,1999),

chapter3.

26



[21]A.B.M igdal,SovietPhys.JETP,5,333 (1957).

[22]J.M .Luttinger,Phys.Rev.119,1153 (1960).

[23]G . D . M ahan, M any-Particle Physics, second edition

(Plenum ,New York,1990).

[24]J.E.Hirsch,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,206402 (2001).

[25]J.E.Hirsch,Phys.Rev.B 67,035103 (2003).

[26]A. B. Harris, and R. V. Lange, Phys. Rev. 157, 295

(1967).

[27]H.Eskes,M .B.J.M einders,and G .A.Sawatzky,Phys.

Rev.Lett.67,1035 (1991).

[28]H. Eskes, and A. M . O le�s, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 1279

(1994).

[29]H.Eskes,A.M .O le�s,M .B.J.M einders,and W .Stephan,

Phys.Rev.B 50,17980 (1994).

[30]V.A.Belyakov,SovietPhys.JETP,13,850 (1961).

[31]R.Sartor,and C.M ahaux,Phys.Rev.C 21,1546 (1980).

[32]C. M . Varm a, P. B. Littlewood, S. Schm itt-Rink, E.

Abraham s,and A.E.Ruckenstein,Phys.Rev.Lett.63

1996 (1989);ibid.64,497 (1990).

[33]Z.-X.Shen, A.Lanzara, S.Ishihara, and N.Nagaosa,

Phil.M ag.B 82,1349 (2002).cond-mat/0108381

[34]A.Param ekanti,M .Randeria,and N.Trivedi,Phys.Rev.

Lett.87,217002 (2001).

[35]A.Param ekanti,M .Randeria,and N.Trivedi,

cond-mat/0305611.

[36]J.Bon�ca,T.K atra�snik,and S.A.Trugm an,Phys.Rev.

Lett.84,3153 (2000).

[37]M .Randeria,A.Param ekanti,and N.Trivedi,

cond-mat/0307217.

[38]P.B.Allen,Nature,412,494 (2001).

[39]R.Zeyher,and A.G reco,Phys.Rev.B 64,140510(2001).

[40]A.S.Alexandrov,and N.F.M ott,Rep.Prog.Phys.57,

1197 (1994).

[41]M .L.K uli�c,Physics Reports 338,1 (2000).

[42]D .M anske,I.Erem in,and K .H.Bennem ann,Phys.Rev.

B 67,134520 (2003).

[43]M .Eschrig,and M .R.Norm an,Phys.Rev.Lett.85,3261

(2000).

[44]D .M anske,I.Erem in,and K .B.Bennem ann,Phys.Rev.

Lett.87,177005 (2001).

[45]P.B.Allen,and M .L.Cohen,Phys.Rev.187,525(1969).

[46]N.W .Ashcroft,and N.D .M erm in,Solid State Physics
(Holt-Saunders,Philadelphia,1981).

[47]M .Hengsberger,D .Purdie,P.Segovia,M .Arnierm and

Y.Baer,Phys.Rev.Lett.83,592 (1999).

[48]S.LaShell, E.Jensen,and T.Balasubram anian, Phys.

Rev.B 61,2371 (2000).

[49]T.Valla,A.V.Fedorov,P.D .Johnson,and S.L.Hulbert,

Phys.Rev.Lett.83,2085 (1999).

[50]H.Fr�ohlich,Phys.Rev.79,845 (1950).

[51]H.Fr�ohlich,Proc.Phys.Soc.A 64,129-134 (1951).

[52]G .Rickayzen,Theory ofSuperconductivity (Interscience
Publishers,New York,1965).

[53]M .R.Schafroth,Hel.Phys.Acta,24,645 (1951).

[54]G .W entzel,Phys.Rev.83,168 (1951).

[55]W .K ohn,and [no initial(s)]Vachaspati,Phys.Rev.83,

462 (1951).

[56]J.Bardeen,Rev.M od.Phys.23,261 (1951).

[57]P. W .Anderson, Superconductivity, Vol. 2, edited by

R.D .Parks (M arcelD ekker,New York,1969),chapter

23,pp.1343-1358.

[58]A.B.M igdal,SovietPhys.,JETP,7,996 (1958).

[59]S. Chakravarty, A. Sudb�, P. W . Anderson, and S.

Strong,Science 261,337 (1993).

[60]L.Pietronero,S.Str�assler,C.G rim aldi,Phys.Rev.B 52,

10516 (1995).

[61]B.Farid,unpublished (1999).

[62]J. Boronat, J. Casulleras, V. G rau, E. K rotscheck,

and J. Springer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91, 085302 (2003).

cond-mat/0307493

[63]J.Zaanen,Physica C 317-318,217 (1999).

[64]E.W .Carlson,V.J.Em ery,S.A.K ivelson,and D .O r-

gad,The Physics ofSuperconductors,Vol.2,edited by

K .-H.Bennem ann and J.B.K etterson (SpringerVerlag,

Berlin,2004),to be published.cond-mat/0206217

[65]A.H.Castro Neto,and C.M orais Sm ith,Physics and
Chem istry ofM aterialswith Low D im ensionalStructure,
edited by D .Baeriswyland L.D eG iorgi(K luwer,D or-

drecht,2003),to be published.cond-mat/0304094

[66]A. V. Chubukov, D . Pines, and J. Schm alian, The
PhysicsofSuperconductors,Vol.1,edited by K .-H.Ben-
nem ann and J. B. K etterson (Springer Verlag, Berlin,

2003),495.cond-mat/0201140

27



µ

ε0
0

(a)

(b)

σ

(c)

k
−;ε
* k ;ε

*
+σ

FIG .1. Schem atic representation of the conditions under

which the quasi-particle equation "k + �h� �(k;") = " has ap-

parently two solutions at k = k?,where k? is located strictly

insidetheFerm iseaFS�;thetwo solutionsaredenoted by"k�

? ;�

and "
k
+

? ;�
,where "

k
�

? ;�
< � and "

k
+

? ;�
> �. The singularity

ofn�(k) atk = k? togetherwith the norm alization condition

�h� 1
R1

� 1
d" A �(k;")= 1 im ply that"

k
�

? ;�
and "

k
+

? ;�
m ustbe

solutionsofthe quasi-particle equation atk = k
�
? and k = k

+
?

respectively(seex3.2).Curve(a)depicts"
k
�

?
+ �hRe[� �(k

�
? ;")],

curve (b) gives �hIm [� �(k
�
? ;")],and curve (c)shows the func-

tion f("):= ". Although the functions are depicted schem ati-

cally,care has been taken to ensure that �hIm [� �(k
�
? ;")]sat-

isfy the necessary requirem ents Im [� �(k
�
? ;")]� 0 for " < �,

Im [� �(k
�
? ;")] � 0 for " > �, and Im [� �(k

�
? ;�)] = 0

(the stability of the GS requires the m ore stringent condition

Im [� �(k;�)]= 0,8k). Since n�(k) is assum ed to be discon-

tinuousatk = k?,� �(k
�
? ;")iscontinuously di�erentiablewith

respect to " in the neighbourhood of" = "
k
�

? ;�
. Note that,

since following the considerations in x 3.2 for the case dealt

with here,the spectralweights Z
k
�

? ;�
and Z

k
+
? ;�

correspond-

ing to the singular contributions S
�
� (") and S

+
� (") respectively

are equal(we denote the com m on value by Zk? ;�
),it follows

thatd� �(k
�
? ;")=d" at"= "

k
�

? ;�
isequalto d� �(k

+
? ;")=d" at

" = "
k
+
? ;�

. Further,since in general0 � Zk? ;�
� 1,itfollows

thatthelatterderivativesarenegativeoratm ostzero (thelatter

corresponding to Zk? ;�
= 1).

F;k σF;

θ

φ

;σ

k;σε

σ

<

k

ε εF/

*
kk // || || || || 1

1

εk

−

FIG .2. Schem aticrepresentation of"
�

k;�
,theasym ptotic so-

lution ofthe quasi-particle equation (Eq.(3)),and "
<

k;�
as de-

�ned in Eq.(39),for k inside the Ferm isea and close to the

Ferm iwave vector kf;�, with kf;� � k pointing in the direc-

tion oftheoutward norm aln̂(kf;�)to theFerm isurface Sf;� at

k = kf;�. Itis assum ed thatn�(k) is continuousatk = kf;�

(i.e. Zkf;�
= 0) while it undergoes a �nite discontinuity at

k = k? (i.e.Zk? ;�
> 0).Following Eqs.(4)and (27),"

�

k;�
and

"
<

k;�
coincide atk = kf;� and k = k? respectively and,owing

to thesm allnessofkk? � kf;�k=kkf;�k (in practice,oftheorder

of5% ),thepossibledi�erencebetween "
�

k;�
and "

<

k;�
cannotbe

experim entally discernible fork in the intervalbetween k? and

kf;�.W ehave� = tan
� 1
�
 n̂(kf;�)� rk"

�

k;�
j
k= k

�

f;�

�
,in which

 � kkf;�k="f,and � � � Zk? ;�
�=n�(k

�
? );counterclockwise is

the direction in which we countangles aspositive. By viewing

"
<

k;�
asthesingle-particleenergydispersion asm easured through

ARPES and excluding the results corresponding to the under-

doped cuprates,ourschem aticrepresentation (which isbased on

Eq.(63);see also Eqs.(74)and (75))isin excellentqualitative

agreem ent with the experim entalobservations by Zhou et al.
[3]. For ferm ions interacting through the Coulom b interaction

potential,n̂(kf;�)� rk"
<

k;�
acquiresa logarithm ic divergenceat

k = k? (see Fig.3).Taking thisaspectinto account,aswellas

a �nitediscontinuityin "
<

k;�
atk = k?,which isfeasible(x3.4),

thecorresponding schem aticrepresentation would sim ilarlybein

excellent(qualitative)agreem entwith theexperim entalobserva-

tionsby Zhou etal.[3]concerning cupratesin the underdoped

regim e,asexem pli�ed by (La2� xSrx)CuO 4 forx = 0:03.
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FIG .3. The energy dispersion "
<

k;�
� "k + g�k;� (Eq.(39))

for n:= N =N l equalto 1 (curve (a),corresponding to the ex-

trem e lim it of hole underdoping) and 0:7 (curve (b), corre-

sponding to an overdoped cuprate com pound) along a diago-

naldirection ofa square 1BZ as calculated within the fram e-

work in which g�k;� is replaced by �h� hf
� (k) (for the details

concerning this choice see the x 4.1 and appendix A;see also

Fig.2)evaluated in term softhe long-range Coulom b potential

and a GS m om entum distribution function n�(k) ofthe form

n�(xkf;�)= 1� h0�(x� x 0)� Zkf;�
�(x� 1)where0 � x 0 � 1

and h0 = (1 � Zkf;�
)(x

2
z � 1)=(x

2
z � x

2
0); here kz � xzkf;�

stands for the vector from the centre ofthe 1BZ to the zone

boundary in the direction ofkf;� 2 Sf;�.Fullaccounthasbeen

taken of the Um klapp of wave vectors that in the process of

wave-vectorintegration m ove outsidethe1BZ.Thecalculations

are perform ed forx0 = 0:95 and Zkf;�
= 0,8kf;�,so thatby

norm alization h0 = 0:968 forn = 1 and h0 = 0:976 forn = 0:7.

For the energy dispersions "k (curve (c) for n = 1 and curve

(d) for n = 0:7) we have chosen the tight-binding expression

"k = � 2t[cos(a0kx)+ cos(a0ky)]wherekx and ky stand forthe

Cartesian coordinates ofk and a0 = 3:895 � 10
� 10

m forthe

lattice constant. Forthe Fouriertransform ofthe Coulom b po-

tentialwe have �v(kqk)� g �w(kqk)where �w(kqk)= 2�a0=kqk

and g = e
2
=(4��0�ra0) in which e

2
stands for the square of

the electron charge,�0 = 8:854:::� 10� 12
F m

� 1
forthe vac-

uum perm ittivity and �r the relative dielectric constant ofthe

background. W ith e0:= �h
2
=(m ?a

2
0),the calculations presented

here correspond to g = 3e0. Here m ? denotes the e�ective

m ass associated with "k (to be distinguished from thatassoci-

ated with "
<

k;�
) at k = kf;� along a diagonaldirection ofthe

1BZ,forwhich we have chosen m ? = 4m e (forboth densities

n = 1 and n = 0:7), where m e stands for the bare electron

m ass (for the above values of a0 and m ?, e0 = 0:1255 eV;

the choice g = 3e0 thusam ountsto �r = 9:814).Consequently,

t= e0�f=[2
p
2sin(�f=

p
2)],where�f:= a0kkf;�k.Forn = 1 we

have �f = 2:221 (�f=[
p
2�]= 0:5)and forn = 0:7,�f = 1:965

(�f=[
p
2�]= 0:442),corresponding to t = 0:785e0 for n = 1

and t= 0:706e0 forn = 0:7. A density-dependenttis chosen

to avoid a strongly density-dependentm ?.
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FIG .4. The analytic structure of the single-particle Green

function eG �(k;z) on the physicalRiem ann sheet ofthe com -

plex z plane for cases where (A) k = k
�
f;�,with kf;� 2 Sf;�

and (B) k 2 FS� and at a �nite non-vanishing distance from

Sf;�. It is assum ed that in the latter case for the k at is-

sue the quasi-particle equation "k + �h� �(k;") = " is satis�ed

for (k;") = (k
�
;"k�

;�
) (see Fig.1) in which "k�

;�
� "

�

k;�

(Eq.(13));form etallic statesand kf;� 2 Sf;�,thisequation is

satis�ed for(k;")= (k
�
f;�;"f). The solid lineson the realaxes

whose end pointscoincide with �
�

N ;�
:= E N � ;N �� ;0 � E N � � 1;N �� ;0

and�
+

N ;�
:= E N � + 1;N �� ;0� E N � ;N �� ;0,representthebranchcutsof

eG �(k;z);hereE M � ;N �� ;0,with M � = N � � 1;N �;N � + 1,stands

forthetotalenergyofthe(M � + N ��)-particleGS oftheinteract-

ingHam iltonian bH (for� = ",�� = #,andviceversa).Form etallic

GSs,�
�

N ;�
= "f and �

+

N ;�
di�ersonly in�nitesim ally from �

�

N ;�
;

thechem icalpotential� satis�es�
�

N ;�
< � < �

+

N ;�
.In evaluat-

ing the integrals ofz
m eG �(k;z),m = 0;1,overthe contourC

weem ploy thedecom position
R

C
dz =

R

C nC s

dz+
R

C s

dz which

am ountsto thedecom position,according to Eq.(8),ofA �(k;")

into itsregularand singularcontributionsrespectively.
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