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K ink Structure in the Q uasiparticle Band ofD oped H ubbard System s
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By m aking use of the selfconsistent profction operator m ethod w ith high-m om entum and
high-energy resolutions, we nd a kink structure in the quasiparticle excitation spectrum ofthe
tw o-din ensional H ubbard m odel in the underdoped regin e. The kink is caused by a m ixing
between the quasiparticle state and excitations w ith short-range antiferrom agnetic order. W e
suggest that thism ight be the origin of the strong concentration dependence of the ’kink’ found

In Lay x SixCu04 (x= 0:03 0207).
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Recent high-resolution photoem ission experin ents
show that there is a wellkde ned ’kink’ In the quasipar-
ticle band dispersion of high-T . cuprates, whose energy
scale is 'ypk = 60 70 meV in both the nom al and
superconducting states!® The kink along the nodaldi-
rection was found to have a universal feature? ie., the
Fem ivelocity vv in the low-energy region (3 j< !yink)
is not sensitive to the type of cuprates, doping concen—
tration, and isotope substitution,’ although v in the
high-energy regine (3! j> !yink) strongly depends on
the latter. Various theoretical explanations for the kink
have been attem pted from two di erent points of view .
O ne type oftheory relies on the coupling ofan electronic
quasiparticle to the spin uctuation resonance m ode ob—
served in inelastic neutron scattering experin ents>'® An—
other relies on a coupling to phonons, particularly to the
Iongitudinal optical phonon m ode found in neutron ex-—
perin ents?-3 T he latter approach raised agai the fin—
dam entalquestion on them echanisn underlying high-T .
superconductivity in cuprates, ie., electron—or phonon-—
m ediated. A though the reliability ofthese theories isun—
der debate and the in provem ents ofthese theories are In
progress,’’® it hasnot yet been seriously studied whether
or not the kink in the quasiparticle state can be sokly
of electronic origin. W e deal with this problem in the
present letter and report the appearance ofa kink due to
Iongrange electron correlations in the two-dim ensional
(2D ) Hubbard m odel for sn all doping concentrations.

The di culy n the present problem is that the per-
turbation approach is not applicable to cuprates be-
cause of strong electron correlations. Therefore, ad-
vanced theordes such as the Lanczosm e‘chod,9 the quan-—
tum M onteCarlo @M C) method,}°*? and dynam ical
cluster approxin ation © CA )31 have been applied to
the cuprate system . They clari ed the global structure
ofthe single-particle excitation spectrum in the 2D Hub-
bard m odel. A detailed structure of the low -energy ex—
citations at low tem peratures, however, has not been
derived because of the Iim ited resolutions in both m o-
mentum and energy and the lin ited range of intersite
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electron correlations Inherent In the cluster approaches.
In particular, a high resolution is indispensable for theo—
retical investigations of the kink. In order to overcom e
these di culties, we have recently developed the self-
consistent profction operator m ethod (SCPM ) on the
basis of the retarded G reen finction }°1® The m ethod
is suitable for the present purpose because it allow s for
calculating selfenergy w ith high-m om entum and high-
energy resolutions, and selfconsistently taking into ac-
count the long-range intersite correlations by using an
Increm ental cluster expansion and an e ective m edium .
T he results presented here w ere obtained by thism ethod.

W e apply the 2D Hubbard m odel on the square lat—
tice using the nearest-neighbor electron hopping param —
eter t and Intra-atom ic Coulomb interaction param eter
U . T he single-partick exciation energy spectrum is ob—
tained from the retarded G reen finction
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Here, z = ! + i , where is a positive In nitesimal
num ber, and k is the H artreeFock one-electron energy
dispersion m easured from Fem ienergy. In the SCPM ,
the m om entum -dependent selfenergy | (z) is calou-
lated from the Fourder transform of nonlocal m em ory
functions M ;5 as
X
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j
Note that R 5 is the position vector of site j. High-—
m om entum and high-energy resolutions are achieved by
taking into account the o -diagonalterm sM i (z) up to
n niy.

W e calculate M ;5 (z) by means of an incremental
clister expansion in an e ective mediim wih a co—
herent potential ™ (z). W ithin the two-site approxin a—
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tion, the M i;(z) are given by M i (z) =
P . )
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M J(ll) (z) and M igjj) (z) are them atrix elem ents ofthe clus—
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ter m em ory m atrices de nedbyM]jnc)(z)= M 1
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Fig. 1. Excitation spectra along high sym m etry line calculated at Fig. 2. Contourm ap ofexcitation spectrum along nodaldirection
hole concentration y = 0:14,U = 8,and T = 0. = (0;0),X = at , = 001
©0; ),andM = ( ; ) in unitsofthe lattice constant. T he energy

unit is chosen so that the nearestneighbor transfer integral is
one. O pen circles w ith error bars are the results obtained by
the QM C method!? at T 0:33. T he dashed curve show s the
H artreeFock contribution .

(or c i) or 2 2) (c (ij)) cluster Liouvillean,
whose diagonalm atrix elem ents are given by L % (z) =

U@l 2m; 1H=n; i@ n; i)]usihgan averageelec—
tron number n; i wih spin  on site i. The screened
A ©

m em ory m atrix elem ent M i3 (z) is obtained using renor—
m alized perturbation theory'® as
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whereAy = Iy i My DHEM; g1 My 1))

and Ay = 1.Furthemore, n; ic = d 5 ( )f()

with the Fem i distrbution function £ ( ). M oreover,

(%0 =£0C ECOID+ £OHEOE(C D). The
m atrix ~i(jc.) () is the density of states of a system wih
an em pty site i (or sites i and j) enbedded in a m ediuim
~ (z) . T he Jatter is detem ined selfconsistently by m eans
of the coherent potential approxim ation (CPA) equa-
tion '® W e note that the selfenergy obtained using eq.
(3) yields the second-order perturbation theory in the
Iim it ofa smallU and reduces to the exact result in the
Iim it of a large U . In the intem ediate coupling regin e,
we nd a quantitative agreem ent of quasiparticle bands
between the SCPM and QM C m ethod aswillbe shown
below .

In the num erical calculations, we adopted the two—
site approxin ation and took into account intersite cor—
relations up to the 50th nearest neighbor site. M ore—
over, we assum ed excitations from the param agnetic
ground state (ie., the nom alstate).Figure 1 show s the
m om entum -dependent excitation spectrum of a doped
Hubbard system for an intem ediate Coulomb interac-
tion strength U 8fjat T 0 and a hole concen-
tration p 0:14. The exciations consist of an upper
Hubbard band around the M ( ; ) point, incoherent
excitations at the  point with an energy ! 41jas
traces of the low er H ubbard band, and the quastparticle
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Fig. 3. Contourm ap ofexcitation spectrum along nodaldirection
at , = 0:05

band near the Ferm ilevel. W e em phasize that the quasi
particke band agreeswellw ith that obtained by theQM C
m ethod'? for the sam e value of U .W e do not nd, how —
ever, any kink in the quasiparticle dispersion in the opti-
m aldoping regin e, although the resolution ofour resuls
ism uch In proved as com pared w ith that obtained by the
QM C method.

W e have exam ined the details of m om entum depen—
dent excitationsalong the nodaldirection ((0;0) ( ; ))
from the underdoped to the overdoped regin e. F igure 2
show sthe results fora doping concentration of , = 0:01.
W e ndhereakink at ¥j= 05 and kunx = 0813
T he kink becom esw eakerw ith increasing doping concen—
tration and the velocity ratio of the high-energy part to
the low -energy one (v}? =vr ) at the kink position becom es
smallr €g., ve=vy = 18 Hr , = 001, and vi=vy = 15
for , = 0:02),while the position hardly changesw ih .
As shown in Fig. 3, the kink disappears or ,, = 0:05.
T his occurs together w ith a collapse of the lower Hub-
bard band.

Tt should be noted that In Fig. 2 the at band exists
at ! 2:0}1jbecause of the exciations due to short-
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Fig. 4. Fem ivelocity along nodal direction as function of hole
concentration. C losed circles denote the velocity in the m arginal
Fem iliquid state, while open circles indicate the velocity in the
nom al Femm i liquid state. The dashed line is the result for a
noninteracting system .

range m agnetic order (ie., a precursor of the gap for-
m ation due to antiferrom agnetic correlations) '3 The
kink at !'yimx = 087%jis caused by a m ixing between
the quasiparticle state and m agnetic exciations. Re—
cently, we have reported that a m arginal Fem 1 liquid!’
M FL)-lke behavior is ound in the underdoped region
(n < 003) away from half- 1ling because of a pinning
ofFem ienergy to the van H ove anom aly due to a trans-
fer of spectral weight from the lower Hubbard band to
the upper onel® Antiferrom agnetic correlations should
be enhanced in this region because of nesting. T he kink
behavior appears in this region < 0:03.0n the other
hand, the lower H ubbard band collapseswhen > 0:03.
The M FL-like state w ith antiferrom agnetic correlations
changes to a nom alFem iliquid state and the kink dis—
appears, asnoted in Fig. 3.T he calculated Fem ivelociy
along the M Ine is presented In Fig. 4. The velociy
show s a weak concentration dependence, and the renor-
m alization factor of the Fem ivelocity is about 1.8 from
the underdoped region to the overdoped one.
W e have also exam Ined In detail excitations along -
X -M .Because of the van H ove singularity, the quasipar-
ticle band around the X point is quite at.W e do not
nd a kink behavior in this at band region. The m ix-
ing between the quasiparticle band and the band of the
m agnetic excitations takes place away from the linear
dispersion regin e near the Fem i level, ie., (kJF!) =
05 ; 12) on the X line. Because both bands are
at, it is not clear w hether this region contains a kink.
The present model is too sinpl for attem pting a
com parison with the experim ental data. N evertheless,
it is plausble that the kink is enhanced w ith decreas-
Ing doping concentration because of the developm ent
of short-range antiferrom agnetic order. W e speculate
that the strong concentration dependence of the kink
in Lag x S CuO4 @SCO)* !’ may be caused by the
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present m echanian . In fact, we obtain for the charac-
teristic kink energy !yinx = 70 meV when we choose
the transfer integral so that the calculated Fem iveloc—
iy along the nodal direction agrees w ith the observed
one (1.8 €V A).The valie for !k agreeswellw ith the
experin entalone (6070 m&v ) 1°

In summ ary, we have investigated the quasiparticle
band in the doped 2D Hubbard model on the basis
of the SCPM wih high-momentum and high-energy
resolutions. W e nd a kink along the nodal direction
0;0) (; ) In the range of doping concentrations
0< n» < 003 where the M FL behavior persists. It is
caused by am ixing betw een the quasiparticle excitations
and m agnetic excitationsw ith short-range antiferrom ag—
netic order. T he kink decays rapidly w ith the decrease
in antiferrom agnetic correlations. W e speculate that the
kink in the underdoped regin e of LSCO m ay be due to
the present m echanian .
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