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U sing cluster perturbation theory, it is shown that the spectralweight and pseudogap observed at
the Fem ienergy in recent A ngle R esolved P hotoem ission Spectroscopy A RPES) of both electron
and hole-doped high-tem perature superconductors nd theirnaturalexplanation w ithin the 22U
Hubbardm odelin two din ensions. T he value ofthe interaction U needed to explain the experin ents
for electron-doped system s at optin aldoping is In the weak to intemm ediate coupling regin e w here

the t

J m odel is nappropriate. At strong coupling, short-range correlations su ce to create a

pseudogap but at weak coupling long correlation lengths associated w ith the antiferrom agnetic wave

vector are necessary.

D eep insight Into the nature of strongly correlated elec—
tron m aterials, such as high tem perature superconduc—
tors, has em erged in the last few years from both exper-
In ent and theory. O n the experim ental side, ARPES i_]:]
and scanning-tunneling experin ents 'Q] provide us w ith
detailed inform ation on the nature of sihgleparticlke
states. This inform ation must be explained by theory
if we are to understand correlated m aterials. For exam —
ple, contrary to one of the central tenets of Ferm i liquid
theory, sharp zero-energy excitations are not enclosing a
de nite volum e In the Brillouin zone. Certain directions
are aln ost com pletely gapped whik others are not. This
is the fam ouspseudogap problem that hasbeen the focus
ofmuch attention in the eld Ej].

On the theoretical side, D ynam ical M ean-F ield The-
ory ODMFT) i_él] has allowed us to understand the evo—
lution of singleparticke states during the interaction-
Induced M ott) transition between m etallic and insulat-
ng states ﬁ_ﬂ] (fparent com pounds of high-tem perature
superconductors are M ott Insulators). G eneralizations
of DM FT, such as the D ynam ical C luster A pproxin a—
tion OCA) [§] and CelularDMFT tj] are how ever nec—
essary to take into account them om entum dependence of
the selfenergy that isneglected n DM FT and is clearly
apparent n ARPES experin ents [}']. Up to now, these
calculations have been restricted to hole-doped system s
and sm all system sizes or to the perfectly nested case.
T he nature of singleparticle excitations, and in partic—
ular the pseudogap in cuprate superconductors, is thus
stillan open theoretical problem .

W ithout any assum ption about the nature of the
ground state, we show that the Hubbard m odel w ih

xed rst— second- and third-neighbor hopping (t , t°
and t%) accounts or the strikingly di erent locations of
low energy excitations observed experin entally in hole—
and electron-doped cuprate superconductors g, :f}]. At
zero doping we have a M ott insulator with a large U .
By contrast w ith previous attem pts to obtain a uni ed
m odel [_fg], we w ill see that the Interaction strength U
varies as onem oves from the hole-doped to the electron—
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FIG .1l: Chem ical potential calculated at various dopings us-
ing CPT, in units of t, the NN hopping. For this gure only,
= 04tand %= 0.

doped system s. That param eter should be at last of
the order of the bandw idth for holedoped system s. In
this case the pseudogap is controlled m ainly by M ott
Physics w ith short-range correlations. The situation is
sim ilar or underdoping w ith electrons. A s we approach
the optim ally-doped electron case, the pseudogap occurs
at a sn aller coupling where M ott P hysics is not essen—
tial. Long correlation lengths then play an essential role
In creating the pseudogap w hereas in the strong coupling
case they are not necessary for the pseudogap to appear.
T hese results give insight into two di erent m echanian s
forthe pseudogap phenom enon and into the nature ofthe
breakdown of Fermm iliquid theory in these system s. W e
also gain Insight into the appropriate m icroscopic m odel
of high-tem perature superconductors.

M odel and m ethodolgy. W e study the square lattice
Hubbard m odelw ith on-site Coulomb repulsion U . W e
set the rst-neighbor hopping t to unity, and introduce
second-neighbor (diagonal) hoppingt®=  0:3tand third-
neighbor hopping t* = 02t, as suggested by band struc—
ture calculations [_1-1:] T he diagonalhopping t° isa key in—
gredient to understand the P hysics, even though its pre—
cise value can vary slightly between di erent com pounds.
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FIG . 2: Singl particke spectral weight, as a function of en—
ergy ! in unitsoft, for wavevectors along the high-sym m etry
directions shown in the Inset. @): CPT calculationsona3 4
cluster with 10 electrons (17% hole doped). ([©): the same,
with 14 electrons (17% electron doped). In all cases we use
t?= 03tand t*= 02t. A Lorentzian broadening = 0:12t
is used to reveal the otherw ise delta peaks.

Tt frustrates antiferrom agnetic A FM ) order and rem oves
particle-hole sym m etry, thereby also allow ng the AFM
zone boundary to cross the Femn i surface. The third-
neighbor hopping t© m akes the Fem i surface slightly
bulge away from the intersection wih the AFM zone
boundary, as observed experin entally E], and m akes low —
energy excitationsm ore stable along the diagonal of the
B rillouin zone.

W e use Cluster Perturbation Theory {12] CPT) to
gain insight into the sihgleparticle states of the Hub—
bard m odel and their relation to cuprate superconduc—
tors. The method can reproduce the soin-charge sep—
aration of one din ensional system s [_fgi] as well as the
digpersion relations obtained In the hrge U 1l it. Tt re—
ducesto theexact resultat U = 0 and in the atom ic lim it
(tis = 0). Ik isbased on exact diagonalizations of nite
clusters that are coupled through strong-coupling per-
turbation theory. It basically am ounts to replacing the
exact selfenergy by that of the cluster only {i3]. The
G reen function calculated by CPT ismade up ofa set

of discrete poles, like in ordinary exact diagonalizations,
exoept that (i) m ore poles have substantial weight and
(i) they disperse continuously w ith w avevector, allow ing
for clearm om entum distrbution curves. T he resultspre—
sented here were calculated on 12-site rectangular clus-
ters. The resulting G reen function is averaged over the
B3 4)and @ 3) clusters to recover the original sym —
m etry of the lattice. W e checked that the m ain features
are the sam e when using clusters ofdi erent shapes. O ur
nite energy resolution, ofabout 0:12t, doesnot allow us

to resolve e ects related to superconductiviy. W e com —
pare wih ARPES experin ents of sin ilar resolution.

The M ott transition. W e begin in Fig. :11' wih a plt
of the chem ical potential as a function of doping for
various values of the interaction strength. The di er-
ent results in this gure are obtained from clusters of
di erent sizes ranging from 4 to 13 sitesw ith varying ge—
om etry. T he am ooth behavior of the function away from
half- lling show s that the cluster sizes are large enough
toprovide reliable results. Thereisa jimp n whenU is
large enough, nam ely above U = 6t roughly. The Jmp
In does not Pllow from a long-range ordered ground
state since the basic clisters are nie. Ik is instead a
clearm anifestation of the M ott phenom enon.

Fig. @ displays the singleparticle spectral weight
A k;!) asa function of energy for wave vectors k along
the high-sym m etry directions shown in the inset. Only
the ! < 0 domain of A (k;!) is accessible to ARPES.
Fig. :_Q:(a) llistrates the e ect of increasing interaction
strength on a near optin ally hole-doped system while
Fig. Q ) does the same iIn the electron-doped case.
C larly, there is a range of frequencieswhereA k;!)= 0
forall wave vectors. This isthe M ott gap. At nite dop—
Ing it always opens up away from zero energy when U is
su ciently large. In the electron-doped case, ! = 0 isn
the upper H ubbard band. T he lower H ubbard band is at
negative energies, as has been observed n ARPES @_é]
T he overall narrow Ing of the band jist below the Fem i
J¥evelism ore In portant In the electron-doped case. A Iso,
the shape ofthe dispersion isdi erent from that obtained
inamean—- eld AFM state Ef@‘] and there is no clear dou—
bling of the dispersion relation of the type that occurs in
one din ension when there is spin-charge separation.

Fem i surface pbts and pseudogap. W e now m ove to
the m ain point of our paper, nam ely the pseudogap and
hot spots. The top two panels of Fig.d fra 17% holk-
doped system represent the strength ofA (k;!)at! = 0.
A s a function of interaction strength, the Intensity disap—
pears gradually near the ( ;0) and (0; ) points, leaving
zero-energy excitations only near the diagonal. Large
values of U (U > 8t) seem necessary to reproduce the
experim entally observed spectral function of hole-doped
system s L_EZ], even more so on a 11% doped system (not
shown). The lower panels show the in aghary part of
the selfenergy (or scattering rate) corresponding to the
m om entum -dispersion curve right above. For U = 2t,
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FIG . 3: (color) Top: Intensity plot of the spectral function
at the Fem ilevel, n the rst quadrant of the B rillouin zone,
for a 17% holedoped system (10 electrons on a 3 4 clus—
ter). Here t = 03t and t° = 02t (the gray dashed line is
the non-interacting Fem i surface). Bottom : Im aginary part
of the selfenergy (in units of t) corresponding to the sam e
param eters as the top plot. A Lorentzian broadening is used:
= 0:12t (top) and = 04t (pottom).

the selfenergy is very am all overall, but has a m axin um

along the Ferm isurface w here the Fem ivelocity isam all-
est (density of states largest); this illustrates how we de—
part from the Fem iliquid picture (n which @) = 0)
as we m ove tow ards interm ediate coupling. At U = 8t,
the scattering rate is much larger and a ects larger re—
gions separated by roughly ( ; ). In all cases a higher
scattering rate leads to ram oval of spectralweight.

T he ekctron-doped case is displayed in Fig. 4 r 17%
doping. Atm oderate U , the spectral intensity dropsonly
at the Intersection of the AFM Brillbouin zone w ith the
Fem isurface. However, for larger U, only the neighbor-
hoods of ( ;0) and (0; ) survive. The latter situation
is analogous to that cbserved by ARPES In electron un—
derdoped system s and can be reproduced by calculations
(not shown) with U large at 11% doping. At optimal
doping however, ARPES resuls Efl_i] ook instead quali-
tatively like the upper lkeft panel ofF ig. f! .

Hot soots and pseudogap. The Fem isurface points
w here the Intensiy decreases F J'g.-r_4) are called hot spots.
H ow ever, a pseudogap is characterized not only by lower
Intensity at the Fem i energy, but also by a dispersive
peak that stops short of crossing the Ferm isurface. T his
experim entally wellknow n phenom enon is illistrated on
F J'g.:_5, w hich show senergy dispersion curves orw ave vec—
torsalong the ( ;0) ( ; =2) stretch in the hole-doped
case (keft) and along the diagonal in the electron-doped
case (right). For an allvalues ofU , a welkde ned quasi-
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FIG. 4: (color) Same as Fig. 5, but for an electron-doped
system (14 electrons on a 3 4 cluster). The white dashed
line on the lft panels is the AFM zone boundary, show ing
the coincidence of hot spots w ith the intersection of this line
w ith the Fermm i surface.

particle exists at the Fem i level (! = 0). At stronger
coupling U = 8t), a pseudogap com parable to experi-
m ental observation is clearly visble at the Fermm 1 level.

D iscussion: strong- and weak-coupling pseudogaps.
A s in previous studies, the strong-coupling pseudogap
f6] is concom itant w ith the M ott gap but is clearly dis-
tinct from the latter. TheM ott gap is a purely local (on—
site) phenom enon that occurs for allwave vectors and is
not tied to ! = 0. By contrast, the pseudogap occurs
around ! = 0 and only in regions of the Fem i surface
that are connected to other such regionsby wave vectors
that have a broad soread of radius around ( ; ). The
di erence in the location ofthe pseudogap between hole—
and electron underdoped cuprates ollow sby sin ply nd-
ing which points of the Femm i surface can be connected
by ( ; ),wihin ,to otherFem isurface points.

D espite the in portance of ( ; ), the strong-coupling
pseudogap isnot caused by longrangeAFM correlations.
Indeed, (@) O ur lattices do not exhibit long-range order
) W e veri ed that the results are not very sensitive to
0 (fustration) (©) Fig.s showsthatatU > 8t the pseu-
dogap isofordert, only weakly dependent on U and does
not scale as the antiferrom agnetic couplng J = 4£2=U,
in contrast with previous studies [16, i4]. This pseu-
dogap would therefore persist n the U ! 1 Iimi of
the H ubbard m odel, w here hopping betw een sites is con—
strained by the in possbility of double occupancy and
where t is the relevant energy scale. For a case where
it is possble to study the size dependence of the strong-—
coupling pseudogap at xed doping, we veri ed that the
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FIG.5: Left: SpectralﬁmctJon for the hole doped system il
lustrated in F igs. Q.a and .3 plotted as a function of energy, for
wavevectors along the direction X = ( ;0) toz = ( ; =2).

AtU = 2t (top), a depression in the spectral function is vis—
ble slightly away from ! = 0, while the pseudogap is fully
opened at U = 8t (m iddle). R ight: Spectral function for the
electron-doped system illustrated in Figs :_ib and :f.', plotted
along thediagonaloftheB rillouin zone, from A = (03 ;03 )
toB = (07 ;0:{7 ). The results for the experimn entally rele—
vant electron underdoped system are sin ilar.

resuls are size independent, suggesting again the short—
range nature of the phenom enon. Longer range corre—
lations at the AFM wave vector m ight only reinforce
the strong-coupling pseudogap that already exists in the
presence of short—range correlations. T he location ofthis
strong-coupling pseudogap, In both electron— and hole-
doped cases, coincides w ith the predictions of the um k-
lapp m echanism [_l§'], w hich doesnot need long-range cor-
relations. H ow ever, a proper strong-coupling extension of
the um klapp m echanisn is still needed.

Signs of a pseudogap also occur at weak coupling.
This is illustrated by the hot spots that are visbl In
the electron-doped case at U = 4t in Fi. :ff, upper
panel. Contrary to the U = 8t case, these hot spots (@)
are located precisely at the intersection w ih the AFM
zone boundary (o) they generally correspond to a cluster
shape dependent depression In A ;! ) and not to a gen—
uine pseudogap. W e attrbute these results to the short
correlation lengths (lim ited to the cluster size) In CPT
and conclide that we are seeing the onset of the true
pseudogap that, as expected from the presence of true
gaps In the itinerant antiferrom agnet [_1-§], would be In-
duced by large AFM correlation lkngths 20]. We nd,
asin Ref. i_Z-g], that the Interaction strength U cannot be
larger than U 6t to preserve this kind of pseudogap
where ! = 0 excitations persist near the diagonal.

Since experin ents on optim ally-doped electron super—
conductorsdo nd large AFM ocorrelation lengths Q-]_;] as
wellas ! = 0 singleparticle excitations E{] near the di-
agonal, the pseudogap m echanian in this case should be
the weak-coupling one U . 6t) {9, 120]. This value of
U is an aller than, but not too di erent from , that nec—
essary for a sizeable M ott gap at half- 1lling. Thism ay
be understood as follow s. T he contribution to the valie
of U that comes from sinple Thom asFem i screening
scales ke @ =@n). Fjg.:!: clearly show s that this quan-
tity, beginning at U > 4t, is am aller for electron-doped
than for hole-doped system s, dem onstrating the intemal
consistency of a picture where the value of U decreases
asone goes from the hole—to the electron-doped system s.
Ref. fZO] presents additional argum ents fora smaller U .

To summ arize, we illustrated two ways In which a
Fem iliquid can be destroyed by a pseudogap and found
that a uni ed picture ofA (;!) in the cuprates em erges
from thet t° t* U modelifwe allow U to decrease
as the concentration of electrons increases.
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