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Pseudogaps: Introducing the Length Scale into D M FT

E.Z.Kuchinskii, I.A.Nekrasov,M .V.Sadovskii

Institute forElectrophysics,Russian Academ y ofSciences,Ekaterinburg,620016,Russia

Abstract

Pseudogap physicsin strongly correlated system sisessentially scale dependent. W e generalize

the dynam ical{m ean �eld theory (DM FT)by including into the DM FT equationsdependenceon

correlation length ofpseudogap uctuationsviaadditional(m om entum dependent)self{energy � k.

This self{ energy describes non-localdynam icalcorrelations induced by short{ranged collective

SDW {likeantiferrom agneticspin (orCDW {likecharge)uctuations.Athigh enough tem peratures

theseuctuationscan beviewed asaquenched G aussian random �eld with �nitecorrelation length.

Thisgeneralized DM FT+ �k approach isused forthenum ericalsolution oftheweakly doped one{

band Hubbard m odelwith repulsiveCoulom b interaction on a squarelatticewith nearestand next

nearestneighbourhopping.Thee�ectivesingleim purity problem issolved by num ericalrenorm al-

ization group (NRG ).Both typesofstrongly correlated m etals,nam ely (i)doped M ottinsulator

and (ii)the case ofbandwidth W . U (U | value oflocalCoulom b interaction)are considered.

Densities ofstates,spectralfunctions and ARPES spectra calculated within DM FT+ �k show a

pseudogap form ation neartheFerm ilevelofthequasiparticleband.W ealso briey discusse�ects

ofrandom im purity scattering. Finally we dem onstrate the qualitative picture ofFerm isurface

\destruction" dueto pseudogap uctuationsand form ation of\Ferm iarcs" which agreeswellwith

ARPES observations.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.10.Hf,71.27+ a,71.30.+ h,74.72.-h
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Pseudogap form ation in the electronic spectrum ofunderdoped copperoxides1,2 isespe-

cially striking anom aly ofthe norm alstate ofhigh tem perature superconductors. Despite

continuing discussionson thenatureofthepseudogap,we believe thatthepreferable \sce-

nario" foritsform ation ism ostlikely based on them odelofstrong scattering ofthecharge

carriers by short{ranged antiferrom agnetic (AFM ,SDW ) spin  uctuations2,3. In m om en-

tum representation thisscatteringtransfersm om entaoftheorderofQ = (�
a
;�
a
)(a | lattice

constantoftwo dim ensionallattice). Thisleadsto the form ation ofstructuresin the one-

particle spectrum ,which are precursors ofthe changes in the spectra due to long{range

AFM order(period doubling).Asa resultweobtain non{Ferm iliquid likebehavior(dielec-

trization)ofthe spectraldensity in the vicinity ofthe so called \hotspots" on the Ferm i

surface,appearingatintersectionsoftheFerm isurfacewith antiferrom agneticBrillouin zone

boundary2.

W ithin this spin{ uctuation scenario a sim pli� ed m odelof the pseudogap state was

studied2,4,5 underthe assum ption thatthe scattering by dynam ic spin  uctuationscan be

reduced forhigh enough tem peratures to a static Gaussian random � eld (quenched disor-

der)ofpseudogap  uctuations.These uctuationsarede� ned by a characteristicscattering

vectorfrom thevicinity ofQ ,with a width determ ined by theinverse correlation length of

short{rangeorder�= �� 1.

Undopedcupratesareantiferrom agneticM ottinsulatorswith U � W (U | valueoflocal

Coulom b interaction,W | bandwidth ofnon{interacting band),so thatcorrelation e� ects

are actually very im portant. Itis thus clearthatthe electronic properties ofunderdoped

(and probably also optim ally doped)cupratesaregoverned by strong electroniccorrelations

too,so thatthese system sare typicalstrongly correlated m etals. Two typesofcorrelated

m etalscan bedistinguished:(i)thedoped M ottinsulatorand (ii)thebandwidth controlled

correlated m etalW � U.

A stateofthearttooltodescribesuch correlated system sisthedynam icalm ean{� eld the-

ory (DM FT)6,7,8,9,10.Thecharacteristicfeaturesofcorrelated system swithin theDM FT are

theform ation ofincoherentstructures,theso-called Hubbard bands,splitby theCoulom b

interaction U,and a quasiparticle(conduction)band neartheFerm ileveldynam ically gen-

erated by thelocalcorrelations6,7,8,9,10.
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Unfortunately,theDM FT isnotusefulto thestudy the\antiferrom agnetic" scenario of

pseudogap form ation in strongly correlated m etals.Thisisdueto thebasic approxim ation

oftheDM FT,which am ountstothecom pleteneglectofnon{localdynam icalcorrelation ef-

fects.Theaim ofthepresentpaperistodescribethem ain resultsofasem iphenom enological

approach,form ulated by usrecently to overcom ethisdi� culty11.

The paper is organized as follows. In section IIwe present a form ulation ofthe self{

consistent generalization we callDM FT+�k which includes short{ranged (non{local)cor-

relations. Section IIIdescribesthe construction ofthe k{dependentself{energy,and som e

com putationaldetailsare presented in section IV A. Resultsand a discussion are given in

thesectionsIV and V.

II. IN T R O D U C IN G LEN G T H SC A LE IN T O D M FT :D M FT + �k A P P R O A C H

Basic shortcom ing oftraditionalDM FT approach6,7,8,9,10 is the neglect ofm om entum

dependence ofelectron self{energy.Thisapproxim ation in principle allowsforan exactso-

lution ofcorrelated electron system s(in in� nite dim ensions)fully preserving the localpart

ofthe dynam ics introduced by electronic correlations. To include non{locale� ects,while

rem aining within the usual\im purity analogy"ofDM FT,we propose the following proce-

dure. To be de� nite,letusconsidera standard one-band Hubbard m odel. The extension

to m ulti{orbitalor m ulti{band m odels is straightforward. The m ajor assum ption ofour

approach isthatthe lattice and M atsubara \tim e" Fouriertransform ofthe single-particle

Green function can bewritten as:

G k(i!)=
1

i! + �� "(k)� � (i!)� �k(i!)
; ! = �T(2n + 1); (1)

where � (i!)isthe localcontribution to self{energy,surviving in the DM FT,while �k(i!)

issom em om entum dependentpart.W esupposethatthislastcontribution isdueto either

electron interactions with som e \additional" collective m odes or order param eter  uctua-

tions,orm ay be due to sim ilar non{localcontributions within the Hubbard m odelitself.

To avoid possible confusion we m uststressthat�k(i!)can also contain local(m om entum

independent) contribution which obviously vanishes in the lim it ofin� nite dim ensionality

d ! 1 and isnottaken into accountwithin the standard DM FT.Due to thisfactthere

is no double counting ofdiagram s problem within our approach for the Hubbard m odel.
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Thisquestion doesnotariseatallifweconsider�k(i!)appearing duetosom e\additional"

interaction.M oreim portantisthattheassum ed additiveform ofself{energy � (i!)+ �k(i!)

im plicitly correspondsto neglectofpossible interference ofthese local(DM FT)and non{

localcontributions.

The self{consistency equations ofourgeneralized DM FT+�k approach are form ulated

asfollows11:

1.Startwith som einitialguessoflocalself{energy � (i!),e.g.� (i!)= 0.

2.Construct�k(i!)within som e(approxim ate)schem e,takingintoaccountinteractions

with collectivem odesororderparam eter uctuationswhich in generalcan depend on

� (i!)and �.

3.CalculatethelocalGreen function

G ii(i!)=
1

N

X

k

1

i! + �� "(k)� � (i!)� �k(i!)
: (2)

4.De� nethe\W eiss� eld"

G
� 1

0 (i!)= � (i!)+ G
� 1

ii (i!): (3)

5.Using som e \im purity solver" to calculate the single-particle Green function forthe

e� ective Anderson im purity problem ,de� ned by Grassm anian integral

G d(�� �
0)=

1

Ze�

Z

D c
+

i�D ci�ci�(�)c
+

i�(�
0)exp(� Se�) (4)

with e� ective action fora � xed site(\im purity")i

Se� = �

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2ci�(�1)G
� 1

0 (�1 � �2)c
+

i�(�2)+

Z �

0

d�Uni"(�)ni#(�) ; (5)

Ze� =
R

D c
+

i�D ci� exp(� Se�),and � = T � 1. This step produces a new setofvalues

G
� 1

d
(i!).

6.De� nea new localself{energy

� (i!)= G
� 1

0 (i!)� G
� 1

d
(i!): (6)
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7.Using thisself{energy as\initial" onein step 1,continuetheprocedureuntil(and if)

convergency isreached to obtain

G ii(i!)= G d(i!): (7)

Eventually,we getthe desired Green function in the form of(1),where � (i!)and �k(i!)

arethoseappearing attheend ofouriteration procedure.

III. C O N ST R U C T IO N O F K {D EP EN D EN T SELF{EN ER G Y

Forthe m om entum dependent partofthe single-particle self{energy we concentrate on

thee� ectsofscattering ofelectronsfrom collectiveshort-rangeSDW {likeantiferrom agnetic

spin (or CDW {like charge)  uctuations. To calculate �k(i!) for an electron m oving in

the quenched random � eld of(static) Gaussian spin (or charge)  uctuations with dom i-

nantscattering m om entum transfersfrom thevicinity ofsom echaracteristicvectorQ (\hot

spots" m odel2),we use a slightly generalized version ofthe recursion procedure proposed

in Refs.4,5,12 which takes into account allFeynm an diagram s describing the scattering of

electronsby thisrandom � eld. Thisbecom espossible due to a rem arkable property ofour

sim pli� ed version of\hotspots" m odelthatthe contribution ofan arbitrary diagram with

intersecting interaction lines is actually equalto the contribution ofsom e diagram ofthe

sam e order withoutintersections ofthese lines5,12. Thus,in factwe can lim itourselves to

consideration ofonly diagram swithoutintersecting interaction lines,taking the contribu-

tion ofdiagram swith intersections into accountwith the help ofadditionalcom binatorial

factors,which areattributed to \initial" verticesorjustinteraction lines12.Asa resultwe

obtain thefollowing recursion relation (continuousfraction representation12)forthedesired

self{energy:

�k(i!)= �n= 1(i!k) (8)

with

�n(i!k)= � 2
s(n)

i! + �� � (i!)� "n(k)+ invn�� �n+ 1(i!k)
: (9)

Thequantity � characterizestheenergy scaleand �= �� 1 istheinversecorrelation length

ofshortrange SDW (CDW ) uctuations,"n(k)= "(k + Q )and vn = jvxk+ Q j+ jv
y

k+ Q
jfor
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odd n while"n(k)= "(k)and vn = jvxkj+ jv
y

k
jforeven n.Thevelocity projectionsvxk and v

y

k

are determ ined by usualm om entum derivativesofthe \bare" electronic energy dispersion

"(k).Finally,s(n)representsa com binatorialfactorwith

s(n)= n (10)

forthe case ofcom m ensurate charge (CDW type) uctuationswith Q = (�=a;�=a)12.For

incom m ensurate CDW  uctuations12 one� nds

s(n)=

8

<

:

n+ 1

2
forodd n

n

2
foreven n:

(11)

Ifwetakeinto accountthe(Heisenberg)spin structureofinteraction with spin  uctuations

in \nearly antiferrom agnetic Ferm i{liquid" (spin{ferm ion (SF)m odelRef.4),the com bina-

toricsofdiagram sbecom esm ore com plicated. Spin{conserving scattering processesobeys

com m ensurate com binatorics,while spin{ ip scattering isdescribed by diagram sofincom -

m ensurate type (\charged" random � eld in term s ofRef.4). In this m odelthe recursion

relation forthe single-particle Green function isagain given by (9),butthe com binatorial

factors(n)now acquiresthefollowing form 4:

s(n)=

8

<

:

n+ 2

3
forodd n

n

3
foreven n:

(12)

Obviously,with this procedure we introduce an im portant length scale � not present in

standard DM FT.Physically this scale m im ics the e� ect ofshort{range (SDW or CDW )

correlationswithin ferm ionic\bath"surroundingthee� ectiveAnderson im purity.W eexpect

thatsuch a length{scaledependencewilllead to a com petition between localand non-local

physics.

An im portant aspect ofthe theory is that both param eters � and � can in principle

be calculated from the m icroscopic m odelat hand. For exam ple,using the two{particle

selfconsistent approach ofRef.13 with the approxim ations introduced in Refs.4,5,one can

derive11 within thestandard Hubbard m odelthefollowing m icroscopic expression for� :

� 2 =
1

4
U
2

< ni"ni# >

< ni" >< ni# >
[< ni" > + < ni# > � 2< ni"ni# >]=

= U
2
< ni"ni# >

n2
< (ni" � ni#)

2
>=

= U
2
< ni"ni# >

n2

1

3
< ~S

2

i >; (13)
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where we consideronly scattering from antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations. Di� erentlocal

quantities here { spin  uctuation < ~S2
i >,density n and double occupancy < ni"ni# > {

can easily becalculated within thestandard DM FT9.W eperform ed such calculations11 for

wide range ofU and � lling factors n using quantum M onte{Carlo (QM C)15. From these

calculationswecan seethatthevaluesof� liein theintervalof� = (0:5� 2:0)tand change

rathersm oothly with n and U.

M icroscopicexpressionsforthecorrelation length �= �� 1 can also bederived within the

two{particle self{consistent approach13. However,we expect those results for� to be less

reliable,because thisapproach isvalid only forrelatively sm all(orm edium )valuesofU=t

and forpurely two{dim ensionalcase(whilerealsystem sarequasi{two{dim ensional).

Thus,in thefollowingwewillconsiderboth � and especially �assom ephenom enological

param etersto bedeterm ined from experim ents.Thism akesourapproach som ehow sim ilar

in thespiritto Landau approach to Ferm i{liquids.

Ourconstruction can befurthergeneralized to includeothertypesofinteractions.Thus

scattering by random im puritieswith point{ likepotentialV iseasily taken into accountin

self{ consistentBorn approxim ation14. Then,in com parison with im purity free case,just

wehavea substitution (renorm alization):

"n ! "n � �V
2
X

p

Im G("np)� "n�� (14)

�� = 1�
�V 2

"n

X

p

Im G("np) (15)

Ifwe do not perform fully self{ consistent calculations ofim purity self{ energy,in the

sim plestapproxim ation wejusthave:

"n ! "n�� = "n + sign"n (16)

�� = 1+


j"nj
(17)

where  = ��V 2N 0(0)isthe standard Born im purity scattering rate (N 0(0)isthe density

ofstatesof\free" electronsattheFerm ilevel).
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IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . C om putation details

In thefollowing,wediscussresultsfora standard one-band Hubbard m odelon a square

lattice. W ith nearest (t)and nextnearest (t0)neighbour hopping integrals the dispersion

reads

"(k)= � 2t(coskxa+ coskya)� 4t0coskxacoskya ; (18)

where a is the lattice constant. The correlations are introduced by a repulsive localtwo-

particle interaction U.W e choose asenergy scale the nearestneighbourhopping integralt

and aslength scalethelatticeconstanta.

Fora square lattice the \bare" bandwidth is W = 8t. To study a strongly correlated

m etallic state obtained asdoped M ottinsulatorwe use U = 40tasvalue forthe Coulom b

interaction and a � lling n = 0:8 (holedoping).The correlated m etalin thecaseofW & U

is considered for the case ofU = 4tand � lling factor n = 0:8 (hole doping). For � we

have choosen rathertypicalvaluesbetween � = 0:1tand � = 2t(actually asapproxim ate

lim iting valuesobtained from (13)via QM C calculationsin Ref.11)and forthe correlation

length we considered m ainly �= 2a and �= 10a (being m otivated m ainly by experim ental

data forcuprates2,4).

The DM FT m apsthe lattice problem onto an e� ective,self{consistentim purity de� ned

by Eqs. (4)-(5). In ourwork we em ployed as \im purity solvers" two reliable num erically

exact m ethods | quantum M onte{Carlo (QM C)15 and num ericalrenorm alization group

(NRG)17,18. Calculationswere done both fort0 = 0 and t0=t=-0.4 (m ore orlesstypicalfor

cuprates)attwodi� erenttem peraturesT = 0:088tand T = 0:356t(forNRG com putations).

QM C com putationsofdoubleoccupanciesasfunctionsof� lling weredoneattem peratures

T = 0:1tand T = 0:4t.

Below wepresentresultsonly form osttypicaldependencesand param eters,m oredetails

can befound in Ref.11.
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B . G eneralized D M FT + �k approach: densities ofstates

Let us start the discussion ofresults obtained within our generalized DM FT+�k ap-

proach with the densities ofstates (DOSs) for the case ofsm all(relative to bandwidth)

Coulom b interaction U = 4twith and withoutpseudogap  uctuations.Asalready discussed

in theIntroduction,thecharacteristicfeatureofthestrongly correlated m etallicstateisthe

coexistence oflower and upperHubbard bands split by the value ofU with a quasiparti-

cle peak atthe Ferm ilevel. Since athalf{� lling the bare DOS ofthe square lattice hasa

Van{Hove singularity atthe Ferm ilevel(t0= 0)orclose to it(in case oft0=t= � 0:4)one

cannot treat a peak on the Ferm ilevelsim ply as a quasiparticle peak. In fact,there are

two contributions to this peak from (i) the quasiparticle peak appearing in strongly cor-

related m etalsdue to m any-body e� ectsand (ii)the sm oothed Van{Hove singularity from

thebareDOS.In Fig.1weshow thecorresponding DM FT(NRG)DOSswithoutpseudogap

 uctuations as black lines for n = 0:8 forboth bare dispersions t0=t= � 0:4 (left panels)

and fort0= 0 (rightpanels)fortwo di� erenttem peraturesT = 0:356t(m iddlepanels)and

T = 0:088t(upperand lowerpanels). The rem aining curvesin Fig.1 representresultsfor

the DOSswith non-local uctuationsswitched on. Forallsets ofparam eters one can see

thattheintroduction ofnon-local uctuationsinto thecalculation leadsto theform ation of

pseudogap within thequasiparticlepeak.

Forn = 0:8(Fig.1)thepictureofDOS isslightly asym m etric.Thewidth ofthepseudo-

gap (thedistancebetween peaksclosestto Ferm ilevel)appearsto beoftheorderof� 2� .

W ehavechecked thatdecreasingthevalueof� from 2ttotleadstoapseugogap thatiscor-

respondingly twicesm allerand in addition m oreshallow.W hen oneusesthecom binatorial

factors corresponding to the spin{ferm ion m odel(Eq.(12)),the pseudogap becom es m ore

pronounced than in thecaseofcom m ensuratecharge uctuations(com binatorialfactorsof

Eq. (11)). The in uence ofthe correlation length � is also as expected. Changing �� 1

from �� 1 = 0:1 to �� 1 = 0:5,i.e.decreasing therangeofthenon-local uctuations,slightly

washesoutthepseudogap.Also,increasing thetem peraturefrom T = 0:088tto T = 0:356t

leadsto a generalbroadening ofthe structures in the DOSs. Noteworthy isthe factthat

fort0=t= � 0:4 and �� 1 = 0:5 the pseudogap hasalm ostdisappeared forthe tem peratures

studied here. Also very rem arkable pointisthe sim ilarity ofthe resultsobtained with the

generalized DM FT+�k approach with U = 4t(sm aller than the bandwidth W ) to those
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obtained earlierwithoutHubbard{likeCoulom b interactions4,5.

Letusnow considerthecaseofadoped M ottinsulator.Them odelparam etersareagain

taken ast0=t= � 0:4 with � lling factorofn = 0:8,butthe Coulom b interaction strength is

settoU = 40t.CharacteristicfeaturesoftheDOS forsuch astrongly correlated m etalarea

strongseparation oflowerand upperHubbard bandsand aFerm ilevelcrossingby thelower

Hubbard band (fornon{half{� lled case).W ithoutnon-local uctuationsthequasi{particle

peak is again form ed at the Ferm ilevel,but now the upper Hubbard band is far to the

right and does nottouch the quasiparticle peak (asit was forthe case ofsm allCoulom b

interactions).

Pseudogap appearsclosetothem iddleofquasiparticlepeak.In addition weobservethat

thelowerHubbard band isslightly broadened by  uctuation e� ects.Qualitativebehaviour

ofthe pseudogap anom aliesissim ilarto those described above forthe case ofU = 4t,e.g.

a decrease of� m akes the pseudogap less pronounced,while reducing � from � = 2tto

� = tnarrowsofthe pseudogap and also m akesitm ore shallow. Note thatforthe doped

M ott{insulatorthepseudogap isrem arkablym orepronounced fortheSDW {like uctuations

than forCDW {like uctuations.

Thereare,however,quitecleardi� erencesto thecaseofU = 4t.Forexam ple,thewidth

ofthepseudogap appearsto bem uch sm allerthan 2� ,which weattributeto thefactthat

thequasiparticlepeak itselfisactually rathernarrow in thecaseofdoped M ottinsulator.

Random im purity scattering,in generalcase leads to the � lling ofthe pseudogap with

thegrowth ofim purity scattering rateboth forcorrelated m etaland doped M ottinsulator.

As a typicalexam ple,in Fig.3 we show results ofour calculations for the case ofdoped

M ottinsulator.Thesewereobtained via non self{consistentprocedure(using (16),(17),as

fullself{consistentprocedureleadsonly to ratherinsigni� cantquantitativechanges.

C . G eneralized D M FT + �k approach: spectralfunctions A(!;k)

In theprevioussubsection wediscussed thedensitiesofstatesobtained self{consistently

by the DM FT+�k approach. Once we get a self{consistent solution ofthe DM FT+�k

equationswith non-local uctuationswecan,ofcourse,also com putethespectralfunctions

10



A(!;k)

A(!;k)= �
1

�
Im

1

! + �� "(k)� � (!)� �k(!)
; (19)

whereself{energy� (!)and chem icalpotential�arecalculated self{consistently asdescribed

in Sec.II.To plotA(!;k)wechoosek{pointsalong the\bare" Ferm isurfacesfordi� erent

types oflattice spectra and � llings. In Fig. 4 one can see corresponding shapes ofthese

\bare" Ferm isurfaces(presented areonly 1/8-th partsoftheFerm isurfaceswithin the� rst

quadrantoftheBrillouin zone).

In the following we concentrate m ainly on the case U = 4tand � lling n = 0:8 (Ferm i

surface ofFig. 4(a)). The corresponding spectralfunctionsA(!;k)are depicted in Fig.5.

W hen t0=t= � 0:4 (upperrow),the spectralfunction close to the Brillouin zone diagonal

(pointB)hasthetypicalFerm i{liquid behaviour,consisting ofa rathersharp peak closeto

the Ferm ilevel. In the case ofSDW {like  uctuations thispeak isshifted down in energy

by about� 0:5t(leftuppercorner). In the vicinity ofthe \hot{spot" the shape ofA(!;k)

is com pletely m odi� ed. Now A(!;k) becom es double{peaked and non{Ferm i{liquid{like.

Directly at the \hot{spot",A(!;k) for SDW {like  uctuations has two equally intensive

peakssituated sym m etrically around the Ferm ileveland splitfrom each otherby � 1:5�

Refs.4,5.Forcom m ensurate CDW {like  uctuationsthe spectralfunction in the \hot{spot"

region has one broad peak centered at the Ferm ilevelwith width � � . Such a m erging

ofthetwo peaksatthe\hot{spot" forcom m ensurate  uctuationswaspreviously observed

in Ref.5. However close to point A this type of uctuations also produces a double{peak

structurein thespectralfunction.

In the lower panelofFig.5 we show spectralfunctions hole doping (n = 0:8)and the

case oft0 = 0 (Ferm isurface from Fig. 4(b)). Since the Ferm isurface now iseverywhere

close to the antiferrom agnetic zone boundary,the pseudogap anom alies are rather strong

and alm ostnon{dispersive along theFerm isurface.

Forthecaseofadoped M ottinsulator(U = 40t,n = 0:8),thespectralfunctionsobtained

by the DM FT+�k approach are presented in Fig.6. Qualitatively,the shapes ofthese

spectralfunctionsaresim ilartothoseshown on Fig.5.Aswaspointed outabove,thestrong

Coulom b correlations lead to a narrowing ofthe quasiparticle peak and a corresponding

decrease ofthe pseudogap width. One should also note that in contrast to U = 4t the

spectralfunctionsare now lessintensive,because partofthe spectralweightistransferred
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to theupperHubbard band.

Using another quite com m on choice ofk{points we can com pute A(!;k) along high{

sym m etrydirectionsinthe� rstBrillouinzone:� (0;0)� X(�;0)� M (�;�)� � (0;0).Thespectral

functionsforthesek{pointsareshown in Fig. 7 forthecaseofSDW {like uctuationsand

U = 4t. Forallsets ofparam eters one can see a characteristic double { peak pseudogap

structure close to the X point. In the m iddle ofM � � direction (so called \nodal" point)

onecan seetherem iniscenceofAFM gap which hasitsbiggestvalueherein caseofperfect

antiferrom agneticordering.Also in thenodalpoint\kink"-likebehaviorisobserved caused

by interactionsbetween correlated electronswith pseudo-gap  uctuations.A changeofthe

� lling leadsm ainly to a rigid shiftofspectralfunctionswith respectto theFerm ilevel.For

thecaseofU = 40tspectraldensitiesdem onstraterathersim ilarbehavior11.

W ith thespectralfunctionswearenow in a position to calculateangleresolved photoe-

m ission spectra (ARPES),which isthem ostdirectexperim entalway to observepseudogap

in realcom pounds. For that purpose,we only need to m ultiply our results for the spec-

tralfunctionswith theFerm ifunction atappropriatetem perature.Typicalexam ple ofthe

resulting DM FT+�k ARPES spectra are presented in Fig.8. One should note that for

t0=t= � 0:4 (upperpanelofFig.8)ask goesfrom point\A" to point\B"thepeak situated

slightly below the Ferm ilevelchangesitsposition and m oves down in energy. Sim ultane-

ously itbecom esm ore broad and lessintensive. The dotted line guidesthe m otion ofthe

peak m axim um . Such behaviourofthe peak in the ARPES isratherrem iniscentofthose

observed experim entally in underdoped cuprates2,4,19.

D . \D estruction" ofthe Ferm isurface

W ithin thestandard DM FT approach Ferm isurface isnotrenorm alized by interactions

and justcoincideswith thatofthe\bare"quasiparticles7.However,in thecaseofnontrivial

m om entum dependence ofelectron self{ energy,im portant renorm alization ofthe Ferm i

surfaceappearsdue to pseudogap form ation4.There area num berofwaysto de� ne Ferm i

surface in strongly correlated system with pseudogap  uctuations. In the following we are

using intensity plots(within theBrillouin zone)ofthespectraldensity (19)taken at! = 0.

These are readily m easured by ARPES and appropriate peak positions de� ne the Ferm i

surfacein theusualFerm iliquid case.
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Our results20 are shown in Fig.9 forthe case ofcorrelated m etalwith U = 4tand in

Fig.10 forthe doped M ott insulator (U = 40t) (in both cases we assum e spin { ferm ion

com binatorics). The qualitative behaviorobserved in Fig.9 clearly dem onstratesthe \de-

struction" ofthewellde� ned Ferm isurfacein thestrongly correlated m etalwith thegrowth

ofthepseudogap am plitude� .Quitesim ilarbehaviorwas� rstobserved in pioneeringpaper

by Norm an etal.21 and in num erous laterARPES experim ents. Itisseen,that\destruc-

tion" ofthe Ferm isurface starts in the vicinity of\hotspots" forsm allvalues of� ,but

alm ostim m ediately itdisappearsin thewholeantinodalregion oftheBrillouin zone,while

only \Ferm iarcs" rem ain in thenodalregion very closeto the\bare" Ferm isurface.These

results give a naturalexplanation ofthe observed behavior and also ofthe fact that the

existence of\hotspots" regionswasobserved only in som erarecases22.

For the case ofdoped M ott insulator shown in Fig.10 we see that the Ferm isurface

isratherpoorly de� ned forallvaluesof� ,asthe spectraldensity pro� lesare m uch m ore

\blurred" than in thecaseofsm allervaluesofU,re ecting im portantroleofcorrelations.

Itisinterestingtonotethatfrom Figs.9,10itisclearlyseen thatrathernaturalde� nition

oftheFerm isurfaceasde� ned by thesolution oftheequation

! � "(k)+ �� Re� (!)� Re�k(!)= 0 (20)

for! = 0,used e.g.in Ref.4 isinadequateforstrongly correlated system swith � niteU and

nonlocalinteractions(pseudogap  uctuations).

V . C O N C LU SIO N

To sum m arize,we propose a generalized DM FT+�k approach,which ism eantto take

into account the im portant e� ects due to non{localcorrelations in a system atic,but to

som e extent phenom enologicalfashion. The m ain idea ofthis extension is to stay within

a usuale� ective Anderson im purity analogy,and introducelength scaledependence dueto

non-localcorrelation via the e� ective m edium (\bath")appearing in the standard DM FT.

Thisbecom espossibleby incorporating scattering processesofferm ionsin the\bath" from

non{localcollective SDW {like antiferrom agnetic spin (or CDW {like charge)  uctuations.

Such a generalization oftheDM FT allowsoneto overcom ethewell{known shortcom ing of

k{independence ofself{energy ofthe standard DM FT.It in turn opens the possibility to

13



accessthe physicsoflow{dim ensionalstrongly correlated system s,where di� erenttypesof

spatial uctuations(e.g. ofsom e orderparam eter),becom e im portant. However,we m ust

stressthatourprocedurein no way introducesany kind ofsystem atic1=d{expansion,being

only a qualitativem ethod to includelength scaleinto DM FT.

In ourpresentstudy we addressed the problem ofpseudogap form ation in the strongly

correlated m etallicstate.W eshowed evidencethatthepseudogap appearsattheFerm ilevel

within thequasiparticlepeak,introducing a new sm allenergy scaleoftheorderof� in the

DOSsand spectralfunctionsA(!;k)and signi� cantrenorm alization oftheFerm isurface.

Letusstress,thatourgeneralization ofDM FT leadsto non{trivialand in ouropinion

physically sensible k{dependence ofspectralfunctions. Sim ilar results were obtained in

recentyearsusing the clusterm ean-� eld theories23. The m ajoradvantage ofourapproach

overthese theoriesis,thatwestay in an e� ective single-im purity picture.Thism eansthat

ourapproach iscom putationally m uch lessexpensiveand thereforealso easily generalizable

fortheaccountofadditionalinteractions.
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FIG .1: Com parison ofDO Ss obtained from DM FT(NRG )+ �k calculations for di�erent com bi-

natoricalfactors(SF | spin{ferm ion m odel,com m ensurate),inverse correlation lengths(�� 1)in

units ofthe lattice constant,tem peratures (T) and pseudogap potential� = 2t. Left colum n

correspondsto t0=t= � 0:4,rightcolum n to t0= 0.In allgraphstheCoulom b interaction isU = 4t

and n = 0:8.TheFerm ilevelcorrespondsto zero.
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FIG .2: Com parison ofDO Ssobtained from DM FT(NRG )+ �k calculations fort0=t= � 0:4,T =

0:088t,U = 40tand �lling n = 0:8.
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ferrom agnetic Brillouin zone boundary athalf{�lling fora square lattice with nearest-neighbours

hopping only.Thefullcircle m arksthe so-called \hot{spot".
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FIG .6:SpectralfunctionsA(k;!)obtained from theDM FT(NRG )+ �k calculationsforU = 40t,

otherparam etersasin Fig.5.



FIG .7: SpectralfunctionsA(k;!)obtained from the DM FT(NRG )+ �k calculations along high-

sym m etry directionsof�rstBrilloin zone�(0;0)�X(�;0)�M (�;�)��(0;0),SF com binatorics(left

row) and com m ensurate com binatorics (right colum n). O ther param eters are U = 4t,n = 0:8,

�= 2t,� � 1 = 0:1 and tem peratureT = 0:088t.TheFerm ilevelcorrespondsto zero.

FIG .8:ARPES spectra obtained from theDM FT(NRG )+ �k calculationsforU = 4tand n = 0:8

along the linesin the�rstBZ asdepicted by Fig.4,allotherparam etersasin Fig.5.
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