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A bstract. { Them om entum and energy dependenceoftheweightdistribution in thevicinity

oftheone-electron spectral-function singularbranch linesofthe1D Hubbard m odelisstudied

for allvalues ofthe electronic density and on-site repulsion U . To achieve this goalwe use

therecently introduced pseudoferm ion dynam icaltheory.O urpredictionsagree quantitatively

forthe whole m om entum and energy bandwidth with the peak dispersionsobserved by angle-

resolved photoelectron spectroscopy in the quasi-1D organic conductorTTF-TCNQ .

The�nite-energyspectraldispersionsrecentlyobservedin quasi-one-dim ensional(1D)m et-

als by angle-resolved photoelectron spectroscopy (ARPES) revealsigni�cant discrepancies

from the conventionalband-structuredescription [1,2].Thestudy ofthe m icroscopicm echa-

nism sbehind theseunusual�nite-energy spectralpropertiesrem ainsuntilnow an interesting

open problem .There issom e evidence thatthe correlation e�ectsdescribed by the 1D Hub-

bard m odelm ight contain such �nite-energy m echanism s [1,2]. However,for �nite values

ofthe on-site repulsion U very little is known aboutits �nite-energy spectralproperties,in

contrastto sim plerm odels[3].Bosonization [4]and conform al-�eld theory [5]do notapply at

�niteenergy.ForU ! 1 them ethod ofRef.[6]providesvaluablequalitativeinform ation,yet

a quantitativedescription ofthe �nite-energy spectralpropertiesofquasi-1D m etalsrequires

the solution ofthe problem for�nitevaluesofU .Them ethod ofRef.[7]refersto featuresof

the insulatorphase. ForU � 4t,where tisthe transferintegral,there are num ericalresults

fortheone-electron spectralfunction [8]which,unfortunately,providevery littleinform ation

aboutthe m icroscopic m echanism sbehind the �nite-energy spectralproperties. Recentpre-

lim inary resultsobtained by use ofthe �nite-energy holon and spinon description introduced

in Refs.[9{11]predict separate one-electron charge and spin spectralbranch lines [1]. For

the electron-rem ovalspectralfunction theselinesshow quantitativeagreem entwith the peak

dispersionsobserved by ARPES in thequasi-1D organicconductorTTF-TCNQ [1].However,
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these prelim inary studies provide no inform ation about the m om entum and energy depen-

denceoftheweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthechargeand spin branch linesand do not

describe the TTF dispersion.The m ain goalofthispaperisthe evaluation ofsuch a depen-

denceforallvaluesofU and electronicdensity.In orderto solvethiscom plex m any-electron

problem ,weuse the pseudoferm ion dynam icaltheory recently introduced in Ref.[12].

The m odelreads Ĥ = � t
P

j;�
[c
y

j;�cj+ 1;� + h:c:]+ U
P

j
n̂j;"n̂j;# where c

y

j;� and cj;�

are spin � = ";# electron operators at site j = 1;:::;N a and n̂j;� = c
y

j;� cj;�. The low-

energy spectralproperties ofTTF-TCNQ involve inter-chain hopping and electron-phonon

interactions. Thus,our results are to be applied above the energiesofthese processes. W e

consider an electronic density n = N =N a in the range 0 < n < 1 and zero m agnetization

where N is the electron num ber. The Ferm im om entum is kF = �n=2 and the electronic

chargereads� e.The one-electron spectralfunction B l(k;!)such thatl= � 1 (and l= + 1)

forelectron rem oval(and addition)reads,B � 1(k;!)=
P

�;

jh
jck;�jG Sij

2 �(! + �E N � 1

 )

and B + 1(k;!) =
P

�;
0
jh
0jc

y

k;�
jG Sij2 �(! � �E

N + 1


0
). Here ck;� and c

y

k;�
are electron

operatorsofm om entum k and jG SidenotestheinitialN -electron ground state.The
 and 
0

sum m ationsrun overthe N � 1 and N + 1-electron excited states,respectively,and �E N � 1



and �E N + 1


0
arethe corresponding excitation energies.

The pseudoferm ion dynam icaltheory revealsand characterizesthe dom inantm icroscopic

processeswhich generateover99% oftheelectronicweightofthefunctionsB l(k;!),and also

describesallotherprocesses[12].Theweightdistribution in thevicinity ofthebranch lineswe

considerbelow isfully controlled by such dom inantprocesses.Those involvethe � 1=2 Yang

holonsandthec0, s1,and c1pseudoferm ionsstudied in Ref.[11].Forsim plicity,wedenotethe

�rsttwo objectsby cand s pseudoferm ions,respectively.Thecpseudoferm ion carriescharge

� eand hasnospin and thespseudoferm ionisaspin-zerotwo-spinoncom positeobjectand has

no charge.The c1 pseudoferm ion isa �-spin-zero two-holon com posite object,carriescharge

� 2e,and haszero spin.The� 1=2 Yang holon has�-spin 1=2,�-spin projection � 1=2,charge

� 2e,and zero spin. The c,s,and c1 pseudoferm ions carry m om entum �q = q+ Q�(q)=N a,

where in ourcase � = c;s;c1. Here q isthe bare-m om entum and Q �(q)=N a isa m om entum

functionalde�ned in Ref.[11],whose expression involvesthe two-pseudoferm ion phase shifts

�� � 0(q;q0) de�ned in the sam e reference,where �;�0 = c;s;c1. Following the one-to-one

correspondence between the m om entum �q and bare-m om entum q,one can either labela �

pseudoferm ion by �q or q. Here we use the bare-m om entum q. The above pseudoferm ions

have energy bands �c(q),�s(q),and �c1(q) = E u + �0c1(q) such that jqj� �,jqj� kF ,and

jqj� [�� 2kF ],respectively.Thesebandsarestudied and plotted in Ref.[10].E u de�nesthe

lower-lim itofthe upper-Hubbard band (UHB)[9]and equalsthe energy required forcreation

ofa � 1=2 Yang holon,which is a dispersion-less object. It is such that E u = 4tcos(�n=2)

for U=t! 0,E u = U + 4tcos(�n) for U > > t,E u = U + 4tfor n ! 0,and as n ! 1 E u

approachesthe value ofthe M ott-Hubbard gap [10]. In the ground state there are no � 1=2

Yang holons,thec1 and s pseudoferm ionsbandsareem pty and �lled,respectively,and thec

pseudoferm ionsoccupy 0 � jqj� 2kF (leaving 2kF < jqj� � em pty).

Theground stateand excited statescan beexpressed in term sofoccupancy con�gurations

oftheabovequantum objects.Forelectron rem oval,thedom inantprocessesinvolvecreation

ofoneholeboth in �c(q)and �s(q).Forelectron addition,thesedom inantprocesseslead totwo

structures:A lower-Hubbard band(LHB)generated by creation ofoneparticlein �c(q)and one

holein �s(q);A UHB generated by creation ofoneholeboth in �c(q)and �s(q)and eitherone

particlein �0c1(q)forn < 1orone� 1=2Yangholon forn ! 1.Accordingtothepseudoferm ion

dynam icaltheory ofRef.[12],both the one-electron spectral-weightsingularities and edges

are located on pseudoferm ion branch lines. Such lines are generated by processes where a
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Fig.1 { Extended-zone schem e centered atk = 0 forU = 4:9tand n = 0:59. The solid and dashed

linesdenoted by the lettersc,c0,c00,and s are singularand edge branch lines,respectively.Electron

rem oval(LHB addition)correspondsto ! < 0 (and ! > 0)and ! = E u m arksthe UHB lowerlim it.

speci�c pseudoferm ion is created or annihilated for the available values ofbare-m om entum

q and the rem aining quantum objectsare created orannihilated attheirFerm ipoints. The

weightshape ofthe singular(and edge)branch linesiscontrolled by negative (and positive)

exponents sm aller than zero (and one). The electron rem oval(! < 0) and LHB addition

(! > 0)singularand edge branch lines are represented in Fig. 1 by solid and dashed lines,

respectively. For sim plicity,the �gure does notrepresentthe ! > Eu UHB region. (Below

we �nd thatthe shape ofthe UHB singularbranch linesisfully determ ined by the shape of

the electron-rem ovalsingular branch lines represented in Fig. 1.) The dashed-dotted lines

and som e ofthe branch linesofFig.1 are borderlinesforthe ! < E u dom ain ofthe (k;!)-

plane whose spectralweightis generated by dom inantprocesses. (There is a region lim ited

aboveby the s lineforkF < k < 3kF and below by the c00 and c0 linesforkF < k < 2kF and

2kF < k < 3kF ,respectively,which doesnotbelong tothatdom ain.) Thedom inantprocesses

also include particle-hole pseudoferm ion processeswhich lead to spectralweightboth inside

and outsidebutin the closevicinity ofthatdom ain.

For sim plicity,in this letter we consider the exponents that controlthe weightshape in

the vicinity ofsingularbranch linesonly. However,sim ilarexpressionscan be evaluated for

any branch line. The singularbranch lines correspond to allthe (k;!)-plane regionswhere

there are weight-distribution singularities. W hile it is di�cult to m easure the exponents

experim entally,acrucialtestforthesuitabilityofthem odeltodescriberealquasi-1D m aterials

iswhethertheARPES peakdispersionscorrespondtothepredicted singularbranch lines.The

generalbranch-line spectral-function expression given in Ref.[12]applies provided that the

excited statesassociated with the one-electron branch linesareused.

W e startby considering the spin s branch line for0 < k < 3kF ,the charge c branch line

for 0 < k < � � kF ,and the charge c0 branch line for 0 < k < � + kF (see Fig. 1). The

param etric equations that de�ne these branch lines read !(k) = �s(q) for the s line where

q= q(k)= (1+ l)kF � lk for(1+ l)kF =2< k < kF + (1+ l)kF and !(k)= ��(q)forthe� = c

line (�0 = + 1)and � = c0 line (�0 = � 1)where q = q(k)= k + �0kF for 0 < k < � � �0kF .
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Here,l= � 1 and �c0(q)� �c(q). The following expression describesthe weightdistribution

in the vicinity ofthe� = s;c;c0 branch linesfor! valuessuch that(��(q)+ l!)issm alland

positive,

B
l(k;!)= C

l
�(k)

�

��(q)+ l!

��� (k)
; � = s;c;c

0
: (1)

The k-dependence ofC l
�(k),such thatC

l
�(k)> 0 forU=t> 0,isin generalinvolved and can

be studied num erically.ForU=t! 0,C l
�(k)behavesasC

l
s(k)! �l;� 1 Cs,C

l
c(k)! �l;+ 1 Cc,

and C l
c0(k)! 0,whereCs and Cc areindependentofk.TheexponentofEq.(1)reads,

�s(k) = � 1+
X

�= � 1

hn
1

2
p
2
� ��ss(�kF ;q)

o2
+

n
�

2�0
+
(1+ l)�0

4
� l�cs(�2kF ;q)

o2i

;

��(k) = � 1+
X

�= � 1

hn
fl(��

0)

2
p
2

+ ��sc(�kF ;q)

o2
+

n
fl(� �0)

4
� �

0�cc(�2kF ;q)

o2i

; (2)

where � = c for �0 = + 1,� = c0 for �0 = � 1,and fl(x) = 1 � l(1 + x). In equation (2)

the phase shifts are de�ned in Ref.[11]and �0 �
p
2K � where K �,such that K � ! 1 as

U=t ! 0 and K � ! 1=2 as U=t ! 1 , is de�ned in Ref.[4]. The exponents �s(k) and

��= c;c0(k) are plotted in Figs. 2 and 3,respectively,asa function ofk for severalvalues of

U=tand n = 0:59.The exponent�c(k)(and �c0(k))isplotted in Fig.3 (a)and (b)(and Fig.

3 (c) and (d)) for l= � 1 and l= + 1,respectively. As U=t! 1 these exponents behave

as �s(k) = � 1=2+ 2(q=4kF )
2 and �s(k) = � (q=2kF )[1� (q=4kF )]for l= � 1 and l= + 1,

respectively,and �c(q)= �c0(q)= � 3=8,in agreem entwith Ref.[6].The weightshape ofthe

UHB singularbranch linesiscontrolled by thesam eexponentsasthecorresponding electron-

rem ovalbranch lines.There isa UHB su branch line for� � kF < k < �,cu branch line for

� � kF < k < �,and c0u branch line for� � 3kF < k < �. For0 < k < � and ! > E u the

param etric equationsofthese lines isthe sam e asforthe corresponding s,c,and c0 branch

lines,respectively,provided thatk isreplaced by � � k and ! by E u � ! in the param etric

equationsofthelatterlines.Undersuch a replacem enttheexponentsthatcontroltheweight

shapeoftheseUHB linesarethesam easforthecorresponding electron-rem ovallines.W hile

in the lim itn ! 1 such a correspondence refersalso to the value ofthe constantC � 1
� (k)of

Eq. (1),otherwise the corresponding UHB constantC + 1
� u
(� � k) is slightly sm aller. This is

because forn < 1 there isalso weightin the vicinity offourUHB c1 pseudoferm ion branch

lines.W eom itherethestudy oftheweightshapeoftheselineswhoseexponentsarepositive.

W hen theexponents(2)tend to � 1 asU=t! 0 theexpression (1)isreplaced by �(��(q)+

l!).For0< k < � and U=t! 0 allspectralweightistransferred overto thesbranch linefor

0< k < kF ,cbranch lineforkF < k < �� kF ,and su branch linefor�� kF < k < �.There

isno weightin otherbranch linesand k > 0 regionsofthe (k;!)-plane in such a lim it. The

two points(k = � � kF ;! = E u)and (k = � � kF ;! = �c(�))where q = � correspondsto

k = �� kF becom ethesam epointasU=t! 0and thecand su branch linesbecom econnected

atthatpoint.By useoftheU=t! 0expressionsgiven in Ref.[10]for�c(q)and �s(q),one�nds

thatthesethreebranch linesgiverisetotheelectronicspectrum !(k)= � 2t[cos(k)� cos(kF )].

Consistently,the above corresponding exponentsare such that�s(k)! � 1 for0 < k < kF ,

�c(k) ! � 1 for kF < k < � � kF ,and �su (k) = �s(� � k) ! � 1 for � � kF < k < � as

U=t! 0.Then thecorrectnon-interacting electronicspectralfunction isreached asU=t! 0.

(ForU=t! 0 theexponents(2)behaveas�s(k)= l= � 1,��(q)= � 1=
p
2+ 1=2 for� = c;c0

and l= � 1,and �c(q)= � 1 and �c0(q)= 1 forl= + 1.)
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Fig.2 { M om entum dependence along the spin s branch line ofthe exponent(2).

W e note that for (k;!) points in the vicinity ofthe branch-line end points (k0;jE u)

where j = 0 for� = s;c;c0 and j = 1 for� = su;cu;c
0
u,respectively,the spectral-function

expression (1) rem ains valid provided that the exponent ��(k) given in Eq. (2) is replaced

by ���(k) = ��(k)� 2� � 1
� (k) for ! � � l��(q(k)) = � lv�(k � k0)+ jE u. Here l = � 1,

v� = @��(q)=@qjq= qF �
,qF c = 2kF ,qF s = kF ,and 2�

� 1
� (k)isa functionalde�ned in Ref.[12].

(In Fig.1,k0 = kF ,k0 = 3kF ,and k0 = 5kF forj= 0.) Forj= 0thislim itcorrespondstothe

so called low-energy Tom anaga-Luttingerliquid regim eand the aboveexponent���(k)equals

thatgiven in Eq.(5.7)ofRef.[5].Thebranch-linek dom ain corresponding to thatexponent

has zero m easure relative to the k dom ain ofthe branch-line exponent��(k). Therefore,in

this paper we do not consider such a lim iting regim e. Another case ofthe interest is the

behaviorofthespectralfunction in thevicinity oftheend points(k0;jE u)when thesepoints

are approached by lines which do not cross the � branch lines. In this case the weight-

distribution iscontrolled by an exponentdi�erentfrom both ��(k)and �
�
�(k)[13].

An interestingrealization ofa1D m etalistheorganiccharge-transfersaltTTF-TCNQ [2].

Theexperim entaldispersionsin theelectron rem ovalspectrum ofthisquasi-1D conductoras

m easured by ARPES are shown in Fig. 4. The data were taken with He Iradiation (21.2

eV) at a sam ple tem perature of60 K on a clean surface obtained by in situ cleavage ofa

single crystal. Instrum entalenergy and m om entum resolution am ount to 70 m eV and 0.07
�A � 1,respectively. The experim entaldata in Fig. 4 reproduce earlierwork [1,2]. W hile our

above theoreticalweight-distribution expressions refer to allvalues ofU=t and n,we �nd

thatthe electron rem ovalspectra calculated fort= 0:4 eV,U = 1:96 eV (U=t= 0:49),and

n = 0:59 yieldsan alm ostperfectagreem entwith the three TCNQ experim entaldispersions.

Theexception isthelow-energy behavior,asa resultoftheinter-chain hopping and electron-

phonon interactions,asm entioned above. Ifaccounted fora renorm alization ofthe transfer

integraldue to a possible surface relaxation [1],these values are in good agreem ent with

estim atesfrom otherexperim ents[2].Theexperim entalTCNQ �nite-energy peak dispersions

ofFig.4 correspond to the spin s branch line and chargecand c0 branch lines.Im portantly,

only thesesingularbranch lines,whoseweightshapeiscontrolled by negativeexponents,lead

to peak dispersionsin the realexperim ent.The otherpeak dispersion ofFig.4 isassociated
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Fig.3 { M om entum dependence ofthe exponent(2)along (a)and (c)the electron-rem ovaland (b)

and (d)electron-addition charge cand c
0
branch lines,respectively.

with the electron-rem ovalspectrum ofthe TTF chainswhose density isn = 2� 0:59 = 1:41.

Itcan be described by the electron-addition spectrum ofa corresponding n = 0:59 problem .

Rem arkably,we�nd again thatthetheoreticallinesm atch theTTF dispersion provided that

t � 0:27 eV and U < 0:2t within experim entaluncertainty. Indeed,for such sm allvalues

ofU=tand n = 0:59 both the electron-addition exponentsofFigs. 2 and 3 (d)are positive,

whereastheexponentofFig.3 (b)and theUHB exponent�su (k)= �s(� � k)for� � k < kF

(see Fig. 2) are negative. For n = 1:41 the c and su lines associated with these exponents

correspond to electron rem ovaland thusappearatnegative valuesof! and lead to a single

singular branch line form ed by the c line for 0:59�=2 < k < 1:41�=2 and the su line for

1:41�=2 < k < �. The energy pseudogap at k = 1:41�=2,which separates the c line from

the su line,nearly vanishesforU=t< 0:2tand thusisnotobserved in the experim ent. This

singularbranch line is thatm atching the TTF peak dispersion ofFig. 4. (It m atches such
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Fig.4 { Angle-resolved photoem ission spectra ofTTF-TCNQ m easured along the easy transport

axisand m atching theoreticalbranch lines.

a dispersion for 0:59�=2 < k < �.) W e thus conclude that in contrast to the conventional

band structure description,the singularbranch lines obtained from the 1D Hubbard m odel

describequantitatively,forthewhole�nite-energy band width,thepeak dispersionsobserved

by ARPES in TTF-TCNQ .Thisseem sto indicatethatthedom inantnon-perturbativem any-

electron m icroscopicprocessesdescribed by the pseudoferm ion dynam icaltheory ofRef.[12],

which controlthe weight distribution ofthese charge and spin singular branch lines,also

controlthe unusual�nite-energy one-electron spectralpropertiesofTTF-TCNQ .
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