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Abstract

W e ndM arghalFermm iLiquid M FL) likebehavior in the H ubbard m odelon
a square lattice for a range of hok doping and on-site interaction param eter
U . Thereby we use a self-consistent progction operatorm ethod. It enablesus
to com pute the m om entum and frequency dependence of the single-particle
excitations w ith high resolution. T he Fem isurface is found to be hole-lke in
the underdoped and electron-like in the overdoped regin e. W hen a com par-
ison is possible we nd oconsistency with nite tem perature quantum M onte
Carlo results. W e also nd a discontihuous change w ith doping concentra—
tion from a M FL to Fem i liquid behavior resulting from a ocollapse of the
lower Hubbard band. T his renders Luttinger’s theoram inapplicable in the

underdoped regin e.
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A fter the discovery of high-tem perature superconductivity in layered Cu based per—
ovkites it was found that those m aterials exhit quite unusual properties in the nom al
state. For exam ple, In underdoped m aterials, ie., for hole concentrations less than the one
leading to the highest superconducting transition tem perature, the tem perature dependent
resistivity is found to be (T) T in the nom al state. A lso the nuclear relaxation rate,
eg. 0ofYBa,Cuz0 5 has an unusual tam perature Independent contribution.

A In Ing foran explanation ofthese strong deviations from a nom alm etalbehaviorvVam a
et al.:]-‘I developed the M arginalFem i Liquid M FL) theory. This theory assum es that the
frequency ! and tem perature T dependent selfenergy (! ;T ) of the electrons behaves for
! > T lkeRe (!;T) 'Inj! jand In (! ;T) ' JIn contrast to ordinary Ferm i Iiquid
theory whereRe (!;T) l'and In (!;T) ! 2ho]ds.Note‘thatatzerotanpej:a‘o,lrethe
MFL form of the selfenergy implies a diverging e ective m ass at the Fem ienergy. W ih
these assum ptionsm ost ofthe cbserved strong deviations from nom alm etalbehavior could
be explained surprisingly well. However, the m icroscopic origin of M FL behavior of the
selfenergy has rem ained an open problm .

T here have been detailed studies of the two-din ensional (2D ) Hubbard m odelas a sim —
pl m odel for the high-T cuprateé m ainly by using advanced num erical techniques. W e
m ention in particular the Lanczosm ethodlg:, the Quantum M onteCarlo QM C ):-3'{5 m ethod
or calculations based on the D ynam ical C luster A pproxin ation © CA ):-Gl .

A perturbation analysis of the half- Iled case at T = 0 has shown that In the weak
Coulomb interaction lin it a M FL type of sslfenergy is obtajned;j. It is due to the van
Hove singularities which one is dealing with In this particular case. But we know that
electron correlations are strong in the superconducting cuprates and that at T = 0 the
system is an antiferrom agnebl-i":f;"é . It isalso known that by hol doping the antiferrom agnetic

correlations are rapidly s;ppresswg‘ﬁ;:é"‘ . Nevertheless M FL behavior continues to exist in
the underdoped regin e and the question is whether or not it can be explained within the
2D Hubbard m odelw ith fairly strong Interactions.

The ain ofthis ltter is to dem onstrate that M FL behavior can indeed be derived from

a doped 2D Hubbard m odelon a square lattice at T = 0 and large on-site Interaction. This



hasbecom e possible w ith the help ofa recently developed selfconsistent pro fction operator
m ethod (SCPM ):56 . It allow s for high resolution calculations of the selfenergy as regards
ism om entum and energy and avoids certain problam s previous num erical calculations have
had to face.

The SCPM isan extension to the nonlocal case of a pro fction operator coherent poten—
tial approxin atjonE-LI: . The Jatter was shown to be equivalent to the m any-body CPA , the
dynam ical CPA as well as the dynam icalm ean— eld theory:la- . In the follow Ing we outline
brie y the m ain equations which are used before we present the num erical results dem on—
strating M F L behavior. M ore detailed derivations of the equations are found in the original
Treraturei?{id

Starting point is the retarded G reen function

1
G = : 1
= M)

Herez = ! + 1 wherr isa positive in nitesim al num ber, k is the H artreeFock one—
electron dispersion m easured from the Fem ienergy and . (z) is the selfenergy calculated

from the nonlocalm em ory m atrix M ;3 according to

X
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W hile U denotes the Hubbard on-site interaction, R 5 is the position vector of site j. W e

calculate M ;5 (z) by using an increm ental cluster expansion up to tw o-sites contributions
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WhereMj_(ii) () andMi(éjj) (z) are m atrix elem ents of the cluster m em ory matrjoesMJI(nc) ()

A (@)

(c= i;ij). The lJatter can be expressed in tem s of a "screened m em ory m atrix" M (z)

and am atrix L © (z) which describes on-site excitations. It is
nw #
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The m atrices have dinensions 1 1 when ¢ = iand 2 2 when c¢= (ij). Speci cally
LY@z =U@1 2m; i=In; i@ ; iIwhiklL ? () isadiagonalm atrix w ith elem ents

LY () and L9 (z). Asusualhn; i isthe average electron number at site iwith spin . The

screened m em ory m atrix is caloulated from renom alized perturbation theory? as

£ o = 2dd% 5 () (O~ (D (%59 ’
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with Ay = n; i@ My DFEM; i@ My i)l and Agy = 1. Here ln; i =
"d £ ()f() with £( ) denoting Fem ¥'s distrbution. The m atrix ;5 () descrbes the
density of states of a system wih an empty site i (or sites i and j) embedded in a
medim with a ooherent potential “(z). This ooherent potential is determm ined self-
consistently from ~(z) = N ¥ k k (@) where N is the number of sites. M oreover,

(;%O=£( YE( VE(D+EHEOE( P).Wewanttoemphasize that nEgs. @)-)
allm em ory m atrices w ith site i ssparated su ciently far from site j are taken into acoount
until convergency is obtained.

It ©llows from Egs. (§) and (6) that the selfenergy reduces in the lin it of snall U
to seoond order perturbation theory whilke in the Iim it of Jarge U the exact resul of the
atom ic lim it is reproduoedlﬂa- . A though the above com putational schem e looks at rst sight
som ew hat di cult to handl, this isnot really the case. In fact, it allow s us to calculate the
selfenergy directly w ithout having to do a num erical analytic continuation or an interpola—
tion in k space. Therefore we obtain for it a high resolution in energy and m om entum . In
the num erical caloulations we have done, we assum ed a param agnetic ground state since the
antiferrom agnetism is suppressed away from half- 1ling. W henever possible we have m ade
com parisonsw ith Q uantum M onteCarlo QM C) resuls and the agreem ent was always very
satisfactory.

In Fig. 1 the momentum dependent excitation spectrum is shown in the underdoped
case orU = 8 (In units of the nearest-neighbor transfer Integral) and T = 0. O ne notices
an em pty upper H ubbard band centered around the M point and a at quasiparticke band
crossing the Femm ienergy . There is also incoherent spectral density near the point re-
sulting from the lower H ubbard band. A Iso shown areQM C resuls for nitetemperamresﬁ .

Resuls for the Fem isurface are shown in Fig. 2. Forn = 095 (underdoped case) a hole-



like Ferm i surface is obtained. D ue to a collapse of the lower H ubbard band the portion of
the at band around the X points sinks below the Fem i level. In the overdoped regin e
the Fem isurface is electron—-like. It is seen that Luttinger’s theorem 13 does not apply here.
T hese results agree w ith the ones cbtained from the D CAE .

By taking num ericalderivatives of 1 (z) we have determ ined them om entum dependent
e ectivemassm ) = 1 @Re (0" )=R! in the underdoped regine (see Fig. 3). To our
know ledge this is som ething which could not be done before. Fordoping lessthan 2 % m
changes strongly between the m nimum value at the M point and the m axinum valie at
the X point, while for dopings larger than 2 $ the m om entum dependence ofm . is weak
wih amaxinum at and not at X as In the underdoped regin e. M ost In portant is the
strong dependence ofm j near the X point on the chosen step size ! when the derivative
is taken. This is a clkar signature of M FL. behavior. Because of the num erical derivative
taken ofRe j at! = Owecbtained a nitevalieofm In ! instead ofa divergency. In
fact, in the lin i of vanishing hole doping (half- lled case) we nd a typicalM FL behavior
of k @) forU = 8and k = ( =2; =2) lke in the weak Interaction lin it. This is shown in
Fig. 4 where the two cases are com pared. Because of these features we conclude that for
U = 8 and doping lss than 2 $ M FL theory applies, whike for doping concentrations of
m ore than 2 $ nom alFem i liquid theory is valid.

T he di erent nature of the states for doping concentrations < 0:02 and , > 0:02 is
clearly seen in the density of states DO S) presented In Fig. 5 forU = 8. Consider rst the
cae p < 0:02. W ih ncreasing doping concentration spectral density is shifted from the
lower to the upper Hubbard band, or m ore generally to higher energies. A s a consequence
the peak In the DO S ram ains at , ie. i does not shift for sm all doping concentrations.
T herefore the slfenergy has to good approxin ations the sam e frequency dependence as
for half- Iling. This is the origih of M FL. behavior. W hen , > 0:02 the lower Hubbard
band has essentially collapsed and the peak in the DO S moves away from . In that case
conventional Ferm i liquid behavior sets in. This occurs n a rather discontinuous way. T his
is seen from the phase diagram shown In Fig. 6. TheM FL regin e w ith a still existing lower

Hubbard band is ssparated by a region in which two selfconsistent solutions are found from



the one w ith a collapsed low er H ubbard band. O nem ay consider that transition as one from
quasi-localized electrons to fully iinerant ones. Note that when , < 001 theMFL rgine
isdivided into two regin es. T he two solutions found are only slightly di erent in the am ount
ofthe reduction ofthe lIower H ubbard band. For xed value of , the discontinuousbehavior
of the s=lfenergy as function of U im plies that Luttinger’s theoram 1 is not applicabl. For
U < 65 theM FL behavior at half- 1ling changes an oothly to a Fermm i liquid state.
In summ ary, by using the SCPM we ocould calculate the zero-tem perature selfenergy
k @) for the 2D Hubbard m odelw ith high resolution with regpectto ! and k. We nd a
M FL lke behavior for quite a Jarge range of hole doping concentration and U . W e obtain
there a strong m om entum dependence of the e ective m ass. In cases where a com parison
wih nie tem perature reSL,llt,s"§:{:-Gl can be m ade the agreem ent is good. W hen U > 65 a
discontinuous change takes place w ith increasing hole concentration from m ore localized
electrons with a lower Hubbard band to flly itinerant ones. In the latter case the lower
Hubbard band is absent. It is precisely the transfer of spectral density from the lower
Hubbard band to higher energies which results n M FL behavior at low hole concentrations.
Above the upper discontinuity lines Luttinger’s theoram is not applicable. Very close to
half- Iling long-ranged antiferrom agnetic correlations are expected to m odify the present

results. Those correlations have been neglected here.
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FIGURES

FIG .1l. Singleparticke exciation soectra along high symmetry line or U = 8 and T = 0 in
unit of the nearest-neighbor transfer integral: electron occupation numbern = 0:95. O pen circles
w ith error bars are the QM C 1esu]1:s;-5 at T = 0:33. The dashed curves show the HartreeFock

contrioution .

FIG .2. Excitation spectra at the Ferm ienergy show ing Ferm i surfaces forn=0.95 and 0.80. A

80 80 m esh was used for calculations in the B rdllouin zone

FIG .3. M om entum -dependent e ective m assm , asa function ofdoping concentration. C losed

circles: m axinum value ofm  at X ( ;0) forthe hole concentration , =1 n 0£02and (0,0)

for 0:02 hs Open circles: average m ., closed triangles: m inmum value atM ( ; ). Num erical
derivatives are taken with respect to energy fraction ! = 005. For the maxinum my, also
resultsfor ! = 0:005 are shown (+). Them om entum -independent e ective m ass in the single-site

approxin ation (SSA ) is shown by the dashed curve.

FIG.4. Realpart (thin solid line) and im aginary part (solid line) of the selfenergy at the k
point ( =2; =2) and half Iling. Corresponding resuls of second-order perturbation theory are

shown by dashed lines.

FIG.5. Densities of states DO S) for the two selfoonsistent solutions at n = 0:98. One
n = 098+ (solid curve) is sm oothly connected w ith the region n = 0:98, while the othern = 0:98
(dot-dashed curve) with theregionn 0:98.TheDOS forn = 1 isalso shown (dotted line). Note
that = 002 (In aghary part of energy) was used In the num erical calculations, so that the peak

at ! = 0 ramains nite forn = 1.

FIG .6. Phase diagram show ing discontinuity lines. The di erent transition lines are explained
In the text. The regim es w ith two selfconsistent solutions are shown by hatched areas. D ashed

lines are extrapolations.
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