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For strongly correlated electrons the relation between totalnum ber of charge carriers ne and

the chem icalpotential� revealsforlarge Coulom b energy the apparently paradoxicalpinning of�

within theM ottgap,asobserved in high-Tc cuprates.By unravellingconsequencesofthenon-trivial

topology ofthechargegaugeU(1)group and theassociated ground statedegeneracy wefound aclose

kinship between thepinning of� and thezero-tem peraturedivergenceofthechargecom pressibility

� � @ne=@�,which m arksa novelquantum criticality governed by topologicalchargesratherthan

Landau principle ofthe sym m etry breaking.

PACS num bers:74.20.-z,74.20.M n,74.72.-h

Thelocation ofthechem icalpotential� isafundam en-

talissue for theories ofdoped high-Tc cuprates. How-

ever,the understanding ofthe observed doping depen-

dence of � in cuprates rem ains a puzzle. In the case

ofLSCO ,theangle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy

studies [1,2]have shown that in underdoped sam ples,

the chem icalpotentialis pinned above the top of the

lowerHubbard band. The photoem ission m easurem ents

ofcorelevelsalso showsthat� doesnotm ovewith hole

doping in the underdoped region [3].The observed shift

in the chem icalpotentialas a function ofthe electron

density ne is related to the charge com pressibility � or

the charge susceptibility �c via �� 1 = (1=ne)(@�=@ne)

and �c = @ne=@�,respectively. In Ferm iliquid theory

(FLT) the param eter � is proportionalto the e�ective

m assm ? ofthequasiparticles,thustheabsenceofa shift

(� ! 1 ),quitepeculiarfrom theviewpointoftherigid-

band m odel,would im ply the divergenceofthe e�ective

m ass.The pinning behaviorof� can be m ade plausible

forasystem wherechargecarriersaresegregated,e.g.,in

a stripeform [4].However,itishard to im aginehow the

property m ? ! 1 m ight arise due to inhom ogeneities,

since the m ass enhancem ent appearsto result from the

physicsofthe uniform liquid [5]. Anyway,the behavior

of� is quite peculiarfrom the viewpointofthe FLT of

them etallicstatesand signalsa dram aticreorganization

ofthe electronicstructureofcuprateswith doping.

G iven the factthatthe electron density appears(be-

sidesthe tem perature T)asa controlparam eter,itfol-

lows from scaling and therm odynam icalconsiderations

thatthe existence ofquantum phase transitions[6]and

associated zero{tem perature criticalpoints m ight be a

part of the physics of high-Tc cuprates. Indeed, in

cupratesthereisclearevidencefortheexistenceofaspe-

cialdoping point in the lightly-overdoped region where

superconductivity is m ostrobust. Such behaviourindi-

catesthispointcould bea quantum criticalpoint(Q CP)

whiletheassociatedcriticaluctuationsm ightberespon-

sible forthe unconventionalnorm alstate behaviour[7].

However,it is unclear whether this Q CP is \truly crit-

ical" in the sense that it is characterized by universal-

ity and hyperscaling.Theresem blanceto a conventional

Q CP is ham pered by the lack ofany clear signature of

therm odynam iccriticalbehavior.Experim entsappearto

excludeanybroken sym m etryaround thispointalthough

a sharp changein transportpropertiesisobserved [8].

Understanding thesenovelphenom ena in cupratesare

challenging tasks. In the celebrated Hubbard m odel,

which epitom izes the character of strongly correlated

electrons the degeneracy of energy states renders the

usualperturbation theoryinapplicable.However,thereis

an intim aterelation between thegroundstatedegeneracy

and thetopology ofthesystem -m uch ofthequantum in-

form ation isencoded in phaserelationsofthem any-body

wavefunction [10].The non-integrableBerry phase fac-

tors[9]ofthe topologicalorigin thatthe eigenvectorsof

the Hubbard Ham iltonian possessescan produce the in-

terference akin to the Aharonov-Bohm e�ect [11]in an

electrom agnetic �eld giving rise to m ore exotic elem en-

tary excitations[12].

In thiswork,weexploreM otttransitionsfrom thenon-

m agneticinsulatorto a superconductorinduced by dop-

ing and show thatthe processis governed by the topo-

logicalstructure ofthe electrom agnetic com pact gauge

U(1)group. As a resultcollective instanton excitations

ofthe phase�eld (dualto the charge)arisewith a great

degree ofstability, governed by gauge ux changes by

an integerm ultiplesof2�,which labelstheground state

degeneracy. The associated abrupt transition between

di�ernt\vacua" allowsusto m ake link between the un-

usualbehaviorofthechem icalpotentialand a noveltype

ofquantum criticality thatgoesbeyond theparadigm of

the sym m etry breaking.

W e consider an e�ective one{band electronic Ham il-

tonian on a tetragonal lattice that em phasises strong

anisotropy and the presence ofa layered CuO 2 stacking
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sequencein cuprates:H = H t� J + H U + H ? ,where

H t� J =
X

�‘

2

4�
X

hrr0i

tc
y

�‘
(r)c�‘(r

0)

+
X

hhrr0ii

t
0
c
y

�‘
(r)c�‘(r

0)� �
X

r

c
y

�‘
(r)c�‘(r)

3

5

+
X

‘

X

hrr0i

J

�

S‘(r)� S‘(r
0)�

1

4
n‘(r)n‘(r

0)

�

: (1)

Here hr;r0i and hhr;r0ii denotes sum m ation over the

nearest-neighbour and next{nearest{neighbour sites la-

belled by 1 � r � N within the CuO plane, re-

spectively, with t;t0 being the bare hopping integrals

t0 > 0, while 1 � ‘ � N ? labels copper-oxide lay-

ers. The operator c
y

�‘
(r)(c�‘(r)) creates (annihilates)

an electron ofspin � at the lattice site (r;‘),Sa
‘(r) =P

��
c
y

�‘
(r)�a�� c�‘(r) (a = x;y;z) stands for spin and

n‘(r) = n"‘(r) + n#‘(r) num ber operators, respec-

tively, where n�‘(r) = c
y

�‘
(r)c�‘(r), � is the chem -

ical potential and J the anti�erom agnetic (AF) ex-

change. The Hubbard term isH U =
P

‘r
U n"‘(r)n#‘(r)

with the on{site repulsion Coulom b energy U , while

H ? = �
P

rr0
t? (rr

0)c
y

�‘
(r)c�‘+ 1(r

0)facilitatesthe inter-

layer coupling,where t? is the interlayer hopping with

the c� axisdispersion �? (k;kz)= 2t? (k)cos(ckz),while

t? (k)= t? [cos(akx)� cos(aky)]
2
aspredicted on theba-

sisofband calculations[13].W ewritethepartition func-

tion Z =
R
[D �cD �c]e� S[�c;c] with the action

S[�c;c]=

Z �

0

d�[
X

�r‘

�c�‘(r�)@�c�‘(r�)+ H (�)] (2)

using coherent-state ferm ionic path integraloverG rass-

m ann �elds depending on the \im aginary tim e" 0 �

� � � � 1=kB T. Further, we write the Hub-

bard term in a SU(2) invariant way as H U (�) =

U
P

r‘
f(1=4)n‘

2(r�) � [
‘(r�)� S‘(r�)]
2
g with charge-

U(1)and spin-SU(2)/U(1)sectors,wheretheunitvector


 ‘(r�)setsvarying in space-tim espin quantization axis

[16]. In the following we �x our attention on the U(1)

invariantcharge sector[14].W econsidernow thefollow-

ing resolution ofunity using the Fadeev-Popov m ethod

[15], 1 �
R
[D Q ]� [Q � n] =

R �
D V

2�

�
ei

P

r

R
�

0
d� (Q � n)V,

where n(r�) =
P

�
�c�(r�)c�(r�) represents the particle

num ber,Q (r�) is the collective variable and iV (r�) is

uctuating (in space and tim e) im aginary chem icalpo-

tentialconjugate to the localparticle num ber n‘(r�) .

The �eld V‘(r�) can be written as a sum of a static

V0‘(r)and periodic function V (r�)= V0(r)+ ~V (r�)us-

ing Fourier series ~V (r�) = (1=�)
P 1

n= 1
[~V (r!n)e

i!n � +

c:c:] with !n = 2�n=� (n = 0;� 1;� 2) being the

(Bose) M atsubara frequencies. Now,we introduce the

phase (or\ux")�eld �‘(r�) via the Faraday{type re-

lation _�‘(r�) �
@�‘(r� )

@�
= ~V‘(r�) to rem ove the im ag-

inary term i
R�
0
d� _�‘(r�)n‘(r�) � i

R�
0
d�~V‘(r�)n‘(r�)

for all the Fourier m odes of the V‘(r�) �eld, except

for !n = 0 by perform ing the gauge transform ation to

the new ferm ionic variables f�‘(r�), where c�‘(r�) =

ei�‘(r� )f�‘(r�),which indicatesthatthe electron acquire

a phaseshiftsim ilarto thatin theelectricAB e�ect[11].

Theelectrom agneticU(1)groupgoverningthephase�eld

iscom pact,i.e. �‘(r�)hasthe topology ofa circle (S1),

sothattopologicale�ectscan ariseduetonon-hom otopic

m appingsofthecon�gurationspaceontothegaugegroup

S1 ! U(1). To explicate the com posite nature ofthe

physicalelectron �eld wewrite explicitly:

c�‘(r�)= exp

�

i

Z �

0

d�
0~VD ‘(r�

0)

�

e
i‘B (r� )f�‘(r�): (3)

The �rstterm in the exponentialin Eq.(3) is the usual

dynam ical phase factor where _�‘(r�) = ~VD ‘(r�) and

�‘(r�) = �‘(r0) . The second one is the non-integrable

Berry phase factor [9]: ‘B (r�) = 2��m‘(r)=�, where

m ‘(r) m arksthe integer U(1) winding num ber. W ork-

ing backwardswe can now form ulate the the path inte-

gralfor the partition function. For this we concentrate

on closed paths(orworld lines)in the im aginary tim e �

that start at position r‘ at im aginary tim e � = 0 and

end at the sam e position at � = �,which fallinto dis-

tinct, disconnected (hom otopy) classes labelled by the

winding num ber [17]. Hom otopically distinctpaths can

besum m ed according to variouspossibilitiesforinequiv-

alentquantizations(superselection sectors)according to

the form ula:

Z =
X

fm ‘(r)g

Z 2�

0

Y

r‘

d�0‘(r)

Z �‘(r�)= �‘0(r)+ 2�m ‘(r)

�‘(r0)= �0‘(r)

Y

r‘�

d�‘(r�)

Z
�
D �fD f

�
e
� S[�;m ;�f;f]

;

S[�;m ;�f;f] =
X

‘

Z �

0

d�

(

1

U

X

r

�
@�‘(r�)

@�
+
2�

�
m ‘(r)

�2

+
2�

U

X

r

1

i

�
@�‘(r�)

@�
+
2�

�
m ‘(r)

�

+ H
�
�f�‘(r�);f�‘(r�);�‘(r�);m‘(r)

�	
: (4)
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The �rstorderin tim e derivative term in Eq.(4)is just

the topologicalaction which does not a�ect the equa-

tion ofm otionsbutinuencesstatistics[12]. The gauge

transform ation in Eq.(3) introduces phase factor into

thehopping elem entsoftheham iltonian which frustrate

the m otion ofthe ferm ionic subsystem . However,when

chargeuctuationsbecom ephasecoherentissignalled by

hei�‘(r� )i6= 0 the frustration ofthe kinetic energy isre-

leased. To proceed,we trace overthe ferm ionic degrees

offreedom in Eq.(4)and introducetheunim odularcom -

plex scalar z‘(r�) = ei�‘(r� ) via another Fadeev-Popov

resolution ofunity

1 �

Z
�
D
2
z
�Y

r‘

�
�
jz‘(r�)j

2
� 1

�
�

� <

h

z‘(r�)� e
i�‘(r� )

i

=

h

z‘(r�)� e
i�‘(r� )

i

; (5)

where the unim odularity constraint can be

im posed with a real Lagrange m ultiplier �.

The partition function then becom es Z =
R �

D 2z
�Q

r‘
�
�
jz‘(r�)j

2 � 1
�
e� S[z;z

?
], where S[z;z?] =

1

�N N ?

P

q!n

z?q(!n)�
� 1
q (!n)zq(!n). The phase-

coherence boundary is 1 = 1

�N N ?

P

q!n

�q(!n)

�
�
�
�= �c

Here, q � (k;kz) and at criticality, the condition

�� 1q= 0(!n = 0)j�= �c = 0 �xes the Lagrange param eter

while

�� 1q (!n)= � � �(q;! n)+ 
� 1(!n)

�(q;! n)= J
0
k(�)cos(ak x)cos(aky)

+
X

q0

�k0�q+ q0(!n)

N N ?

�
�Jk(�)+ J ? (�)cos(ck z)

�
;(6)

where �k = cos(akx)+ cos(aky) Furtherm ore, 0(!n)

is the Fourier transform of the bare phase correlator

he� i[�‘(r� )� �‘0(r
0
�
0
)]i0 originating from the kinetic and

topologicalpartofthe action in Eq.(4)

(!n)=
1

Z0

+ 1X

m = � 1

8

U
exp

h

�
�U

4

�
m �

2�

U

�2
i

1� 4
��
m �

2�

U

�
�

2i!n

U

�2; (7)

where Z0 = exp(�
��

2

U
)�3(

��

2�i
;e� �U =4) and �3(v;q) =

P + 1

m = � 1
qm

2

e2�m iv is the Jacobi theta function [18]

which is�-periodicin theim aginary-tim e� aswellasin

the variable 2�=U with the period ofunity. The m icro-

scopicphasesti�nessestothelowestorderin thehopping

am plitudesaregiven by

Jk(�) =
1

2

t2

�N 2

X

�n

"
X

k

j�(k)j

�2n + �2 + j�(k)j2

#2

;

J
0
k(�) = �

t0��

�N

X

k;�n

cos(akx)cos(aky)

�2n + ��2 + j�(k)j
;

J? (�) =
1

�N 2

X

k0k

X

�n

t2? (k
0)j�(k)j2

[�2n + �2 + j�(k)j2]
2
; (8)

FIG .1:(Coloronline)The criticaltem peratureTc asa func-

tion of the chem ical potential � together with the density

plotofthe charge susceptibility ~�c � U �c=2 for t
?
= 0:5eV,

t
0?
=t

?
= 0:3,t

?

? = 0:01eV,J = 0:15eV and U = 4eV.Inset:

~�c and the occupation num bernb forT = 0:1U .

where �� = � � nfU=2,nf = h�f�(r�)f�‘(r�)i is the oc-

cupation num berforf� ferm ionsand �n = �(2n + 1)=�

(n = 0;� 1;� 2)stand fortheFerm iM atsubarafrequency.

Thesti�nessesin Eq.(8)reston the\d-wave"pairam pli-

tude�(k)= j�j� k where�k = cos(akx)� cos(aky)dueto

thein-planem om entum spacepairing ofthef-ferm ions.

A G orkov-type decoupling ofthe AF exchange term in

Eq.(1)using thevalencebond operator[19]readily gives

forthe gap param eter:1 = J

N

P

k

�
2

k

2Ek
tanh

�
1

2
�Ek

�
with

the quasiparticle spectrum ,E2k = [�?
k
(k)� ��]2 + j�(k)j2.

Here,�?
k
(k)ise�ectivein-planeband dispersion narrowed

due to the frustrated m otion ofthe carriersin the uc-

tuating \bath" ofU(1)gaugepotentials,so thatthe ac-

tualtight-binding param eters are \dressed" ones t?X =

tX he
� i[�‘(r� )� �‘(r

0
� )]i,where tX = t;t0;t? are the bare

band param eters.Now,by di�erentiatingthefreeenergy

before after im plem enting ofthe gauge transform ation

in Eq.(3)we obtain forthe electron occupation num ber

ne � h�c�(r�)c�‘(r�)i the result ne = nf + nb � 2�=U .

Here,nb = 2�=U + (2=iU)h_�(r�)iistheoccupation num -

bergiven by the m ean valueofthe winding num bers

nb(�)= n
0

b(�)+
1

�N N ?

X

q!n

�q(!n)@�
� 1(!n) (9)

with

n
0

b(�) =
2�

U
�
1

�

@��3

h
��

2�i
;e� �U =4

i

�3

h
��

2�i
;e� �U =4

i ; (10)
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FIG .2:(Coloronline)Thechem icalpotential� asa function

ofthe occupation num ber nb for various tem peratures T as

indicated in theplotand m odel’sparam etersasin Fig.1.The

value of� stays within the charge gap as nb changes. Inset:

the density plotofnb asa function of� and T.

wherewem ade useofthe relation

@v�3(iv;q)

�3(iv;q)
=

1X

m = 1

(� 1)m 4�iqm

1� q2m
sinh(2�m v):(11)

In the lim it ofstrong (weak) correlations ne interpo-

lates between topologicalnb (ferm ionic nf) occupation

num bers. In the large{U lim it � ! nfU=2, so that

ne ! nb and thesystem behavesasgoverned entirely by

U(1) topologicalcharges which play the role of\quasi-

particles". It is straightforward now to calculate the

charge com pressibility �. The result is given in Fig.1

along with the outcom e for the superconducting phase

boundary. W e see the evolution of � with decreasing

ne,(i.e. hole doping)from the M ottinsulator[20]with

� = 0 (at 2�=U = 1) to a point ofdegeneracy on the

brink ofthe particle occupation change at 2�=U = :5

where � = 1 at T = 0. This is also the point on the

phasediagram from which thesuperconducting lobeem -

anates. Itis clearthat,the nature ofthe divergence of

� here hasnothing to do with singulaructuationsdue

to spontaneous sym m etry breaking as in the \conven-

tional" phasetransition.Rather,thisdivergentresponse

appears as a kind oftopologicalprotection built in the

system againstthe sm allchangesof�. Further,� ! 1

im pliesthatthe and @�=@ne becom esvanishingly sm all

atT = 0 which resultsin thechem icalpotentialpinning,

seeFig.2,wherethetem peraturedependenceof� isalso

shown in the inset. In cuprates�(T)can b accessed via

them easurem entofthework function [21]:theavailable

data forYBCO clearly indicatesthetem peraturebehav-

iorof� characteristicfora bosonicsystem .

To conclude,new type ofquantum num bers m ust be

invokedtoexplain topologicallyinduced Q CP in cuprates

and the associated pinning of the chem ical potential.

Topologicale�ectsariseasstable,non-perturbative,col-

lectiveexcitationsofthephase�eld (dualto thecharge),

which carry novel topological characteristics. These

are the winding num bers of U(1) group: m ‘(r) �
1

2�

R�
0
d� _�‘(r�)thatbecom etopologicalconserved quan-

tities. It is exactly the appearance of these topologi-

calcharges that render the system \protected" against

sm all changes of the ham iltonian’s param eters. This

novelconservation does not arise just out ofa sym m e-

try ofthe theory (as \conventional" conservation laws

based on Noether’s theorem )but it is a consequence of

the connectedness,i.e. topology ofthe phase space,re-

lated to thetopologicalpropertiesoftheassociated sym -

m etry group.
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