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Charge spin separation,pseudogap form ation and phase diagram s are studied in two and four

site Hubbard clusters using analytical diagonalization and grand canonical ensem ble m ethod in

a m ultidim ensionalparam eter space oftem perature,m agnetic �eld,on-site Coulom b interaction

(U � 0), and chem icalpotential. The num erically evaluated, exact expressions for charge and

spin susceptibilities provide clear evidence for the existence oftrue gaps in the ground state and

pseudogapsin a lim ited range oftem perature.In particular,M ott-Hubbard type charge crossover,

spin pseudogap and m agnetic correlations with antiferrom agnetic (spin) pseudogap structure for

two and four site clusters closely resem ble the pseudogap phenom ena and the norm al-state phase

diagram in high T c superconductors.

PACS num bers:65.80.+ n,73.22.-f,71.27.+ a,71.30.+ h

Understanding the e�ectsofelectron correlationsand

pseudogap phenom ena [1,2,3,4,5,6]in the cuprate

superconductors com prising ofm any di�erent phases is

regarded asoneofthem ostchallenging problem sin con-

densed m atter [7]. Although the experim ental deter-

m ination ofvarious inhom ogeneous phases in cuprates

is stillsom ewhatcontroversial[8],the underdoped high

Tc superconductorsare often characterized by crossover

tem peratures below which excitation pseudogapsin the

norm al-state are seen to develop [9]. There isalso com -

pelling evidence for the existence of quantum critical

points (Q CPs) in underdoped [10, 11, 12] and opti-

m ally doped m aterials[13]asobserved in resistivity m ea-

surem ents in Nd2� xCexCuO 4� �,Pr2� xCexCuO 4� � and

La2� xSrxCuO 4.

The charge-spin separation [14, 15], clearly identi�-

able M ott-Hubbard (M H), antiferrom agnetic and spin

crossovers contain generic features which appear to be

com m on forsm allclustersand largetherm odynam icsys-

tem s [16]. Studies ofconventionalM ott-Hubbard and

m agnetic phase transitions [17, 18, 19, 20, 21] have

tended to concentrate on m acroscopic system s contain-

ing a large,and essentially an in�nite num ber ofparti-

cles.In attem ptsto addresssom eoftheabove,theHub-

bard m odelhasbeen discussed within theexactLieb-W u

(LW ) equations in one dim ension (1d) [22,23,24]and

a wide variety ofapproxim ation schem es in higher di-

m ensions [25, 26, 27]. M ost theories originating from

the Bethe-anstaz,such as LW ,involve coupled nonlin-

earintegralequationsthathaveto besolved num erically

forevery setofparam eters.Num ericaluncertaintiesas-

sociated with such solutions severely lim it their appli-

cationswhen calculating subtle featuresatinterm ediate

values oftem perature and other param eters. Although

som e properties of Hubbard clusters have been calcu-

lated [28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34], m any questions re-

m ain with regard to m icroscopic origins ofcharge-spin

separation and pseudogap behavior,shortrangecorrela-

tions and weak singularities (crossovers) at �nite tem -

perature[35,36].

In thiswork,westudy thephasediagram sforthetwo

and foursiteHubbard clusters[16]using analyticaldiag-

onalization com bined with thegrand canonicalensem ble

in a m ultidim ensionalparam eter space oftem perature

T,m agnetic �eld h,on-site Coulom b interaction U � 0,

and chem icalpotential� (with hoppingparam etert= 1).

O urcalculations for�nite clusters are based on the ex-

act analyticalexpressions for the eigenvalue E n ofthe

nth m any-body eigenstate, grand partition function Z

(where the num berofparticlesN and the projection of

spin sz areallowed to 
uctuate)and itsderivativeswith-

out taking the therm odynam ic lim it and hence involve

no approxim ations. The grand canonicalpotential
U

forinteracting electronsis


U = � T ln
X

n� N H

e
�

E n � � N n � h s
z

n

T ; (1)

where N n and sz
n
are the num ber ofparticles and the

projection ofspin in the nth state respectively. The di-

m ension N H ofthe Hilbertspace in (1)dependson the
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FIG .1: Tem perature T vs chem icalpotential� phase dia-

gram forthe two site clusteratU = 6;h = 0. The antiferro-

m agnetic pseudogap phase is shaded and bounded above by

TA F (�). Itvanishesin regionsIand II,which are charge bi-

furcation phasesrepresenting (pseudo)charge gapsatT > 0.

The charge and spin crossovertem peraturesTc(�)and Ts(�)

areobtained from m axim a in chargeand spin susceptibilities.

Since there is particle-hole sym m etry, only � values above

half-�lling,i.e.� > �0,areshown.Notethatin regionsIand

II,there isstrong charge-spin separation.

num berofsites,satisfying N H = 42 forthetwo siteclus-

ter,and N H = 44 forthe foursite cluster. The electron

chargesusceptibility �c(�)orthecorresponding therm o-

dynam ic density ofstates,�(�)=
@hN (�)i

@�
,describesthe

localspectralcharacteristics of charge excitations and


uctuationsin the num berofelectrons




N
2
�

� hN i
2
= T

@hN (�)i

@�
: (2)

The spin susceptibility �s(�)orspin density ofstates

�(�) =
@hs

z
i

@h
describes the localspin excitations as pa-

ram eters h,� or T are varied,where spin 
uctuations



(�s z)2
�

closely follow the variation ofspin susceptibil-

ity � with respectto � and h

D

(s
z
)
2
E

� hs
z
i
2
= T

@hszi

@h
: (3)

O nce allthe m any-body eigenvalues ofthe Hubbard

clustersareknown,itisstraightforward to calculatethe

ground state properties and these results are reported

elsewhere[16].Using thesam eeigenvalues,wehaveeval-

uated theexactgrand partition function and therm alav-

eragessuch asm agnetization and susceptibilitiesnum er-

ically asa function ofthe setofparam etersfT;h;�;U g.
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FIG .2:Tem peratureT vschem icalpotential� phasediagram

for the four site cluster at U = 6;h = 0. Regions I and II

are quite sim ilar to the ones found in the two site cluster,

again showing strong charge-spin separation. However,note

the (new) m ixed phase which consists of charge, spin and

AF pseudogaps, that is present in this cluster. The inset

showsthe sam e diagram with a largerscale forthe crossover

tem perature.Labelsofcrossovertem peraturesaresuppressed

forclarity.

Using m axim a and m inim a in spin and charge suscepti-

bilities,phasediagram sin a T vs� planeforany U and

h can be constructed.

Am ong m any interesting results rich in variety for

U > 0,sharp transitionsare found between phaseswith

true charge and spin gaps in the ground state; for in-

�nitesim alT > 0,thesegapsaretransform ed into ‘pseu-

dogaps’ with som e nonzero weight between peaks (or

m axim a) in susceptibilities m onitored as a function of

doping (i.e. �) as wellas h. W e have also veri�ed the

wellknown factthatthelow tem peraturebehaviorin the

vicinity ofhalf-�lling,with charge and spin pseudogap

phasescoexisting,representsan antiferrom agnetic insu-

latorin the Hubbard clusters[16]. However,away from

half�lling,we �nd very intriguing behavior in therm o-

dynam icalcharge and spin degrees offreedom . At low

tem perature, new peak structures in the charge �c(�)

and zero m agnetic �eld spin �s(�) susceptibilities are

observed to develop [16];between two consecutivepeaks,

thereexistsapseudogap in chargeorspin degrees.O pen-

ing ofsuch distinctand separated pseudogap regionsat

low tem perature,thesignaturesofcorresponding charge

and spin separation,isseen in both thetwo and foursite

clusters,away from half�lling.

In Fig.1,we show the phase diagram forthe two site

cluster at U = 6 and h = 0,where Tc(�) describes the
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high tem perature, M H insulator-m etaltransition as �

varies. At low tem perature,this dependence bifurcates

and Tc1(�)and Tc2(�)denotethecrossovertem peratures

atlowerand higherdoping (respectively)corresponding

to sim ilar M H like transitions. The low tem perature

regions I and II,bounded by these crossover tem pera-

tures,de�ne a charge bifurcation phase which persists

up to a high doping level,�c2. In this charge pesudo-

gap,there are strong spin 
uctuations centered around

�s atlow tem peraturewhich decay when either� ! �c1

or� ! �c2 (i.e. nearthe boundarieswhere charge gaps

m elt).In thesam e�gure,theantiferrom agneticcrossover

tem perature TA F (�)isobtained by m onitoring the spin

susceptibility peaksasa function ofthe applied �eld at

a given chem icalpotential�,as seen in m easurem ents

ofN�eeltem perature doping dependence [12]. Ifhc de-

notes the �eld value corresponding to the peak closest

to zero,TA F isde�ned asthe tem perature atwhich the

critical�eld hc(�) for the onset ofm agnetization van-

ishes(m elting the AF spin gap).TA F can also obtained

from zero �eld staggered spin susceptibility. The spin

crossovertem perature Ts(�),associated with the open-

ing ofthe zero-m agnetic-�eld spin pseudogap in Fig.1,

denotesthetem peraturebelow which strongspin pseudo-

gap correlationsare observed to develop.Thishasbeen

suggested asa precursorto superconductivity [37].Note

thatspin 
uctuationsare signi�cantly suppressed below

Ts and how these crossovertem peraturesand critical�

values de�ne variousregionssuch as,a)charge pseudo-

gap,b)AF pseudogap,c)spin pseudogap and d)norm al

phases.

The four site phase diagram ,Fig.2 with U = 6 and

h = 0,appearsto be m ore com plex with severalcharge

bifurcation phases above (or below) half �lling, start-

ing at the electron (hole) doping levelnear 1=8 �lling.

However,thereisa clearself-sim ilarity in theright-m ost

bifurcation region for the 2-site and the 4-site clusters

(Figs.1 and 2). This bifurcation region retains strong

chargepseudogap stability asin thetwo sitecluster.W e

believe that these regions of phase space, with strong

spin and charge 
uctuations,are quite relevant to the

high Tc cupratesand othersim ilarm aterials,wheredop-

ing ofelectronsorholesintroducesdram atic changesin

theirphysicalproperties.

W e have followed the behavior ofpseudogaps in this

region asa function oftheon-siteCoulom b repulsion U .

W ith increasing U ,severalfeatures are observed to de-

velop;(a)separation ofchargeand spin boundariesaway

from half-�lling, (b) opening of a pseudo charge gap,

(c)large spin 
uctuationsinside thischarge gap region.

Thisphasewith a chargegap closely resem blestheinho-

m ogeneouscom m ensurate phase found in Ref.[9],where

the m obileholesin thequasi-onedim ensionalstructures

(stripes) acquire a spin gap in spatially con�ned M ott-

insulating regions[2,9].

Thedoping dependenceofthenorm al-statespin pseu-

dogap showsthatatlow tem perature,itisstable in the

underdoped regim e,persistsatoptim aldoping and dis-

appearsin theoverdoped regim eat� = �s.In thephase

diagram sin Figs.1 and 2 atzero tem perature,we no-

ticeseveralquantum phasesand correspondingquantum

criticalpoints (Q CPs),at � = �c1;�s;�c2. A com pari-

son ofthe two phase diagram sforthe two and foursite

clusters,in Figs.1 and 2,revealsm any com m on features

in addition to theQ CPs.As� increases,thereisa sharp

transition in both clustersat�c1 from a M ott-Hubbard

antiferrom agneticinsulatorinto a phasewith chargeand

spin separation and gaps. A sim ilar behavior has been

observed experim entally [11,12]in thecuprates.Atcrit-

icaldoping �c1,the antiferrom agnetic phase disappears

and at higher doping,in regions Iand II,the spin and

chargepseudogap phasescoexistwith one anotherinde-

pendentofhow strong U is.Thesetwo regionsaresepa-

ratedbyaboundarywherethespin gap vanishes.Atcrit-

icaldoping �s with Ts ! 0,the zero spin susceptibility

�s atzerotem peratureexhibitsa sharp m axim um .Thus

thebehaviorofthecriticaltem peratureTs(�),which falls

abruptly to zeroatcriticaldoping�s,im plies[8,10]that

thepseudogap can existindependently ofpossiblesuper-

conducting pairing. Asm entioned above,asT ! 0 and

� = �s,the spin gap disappears while the charge gap

prevailsup to � = �c2.Up on furtherdoping,thecharge

gap vanishesat�c2 and Ferm iliquid behaviorisrestored

due to fullcharge-spin reconciliation.Figs.1 and 2 are

consistent with the existence ofpseudogap phases and

quantum phase transitions at �s in the high Tc super-

conductors,when the ground state spin gap disappears

[5,6,10,38]. The Q CPs separate the spin pseudogap

phasefrom thequantum spin liquid state,coexistingwith

the chargepseudogap.W e havealso seen thata reason-

ably strongm agnetic�eld hasa dram atice�ect(m ainly)

on the Q CP at�s.

The spin susceptibility �s in the underdoped pseu-

dogap region I,de�ned by �c1 � � � �s,displays an

anom aly at tem perature Ts below which the spin de-

grees offreedom becom e suppressed. The gapped spin

excitationsim ply thatspin singletstateswhich existbe-

tween Ts and Tc1 in Fig.1 can be considered as pre-

form ed pairswith propertiesdi�erentfrom FL.Astem -

perature decreases,approaching Tc1 from above,�s de-

creaseswhile �c increasesdue to strong charge 
uctua-

tions in the vicinity ofTc1 signaled by a sharp peak in

the excitation spectrum ,consistent with ARPES m ea-

surem ents [39]. The therm al
uctuations close to the

boundaries Tc1 ofthe charge bifurcation phase destroy

the charge pseudogap and provide conditions at which

the spin pseudogap state coexists with a charge liquid

background.

In Figs.1 and 2,wealso show thecrossovertem pera-

ture TA F (�)deduced from m axim a in the antiferrom ag-

netic spin 
uctuations�(�). The phase diagram forthe

twositeclustershowsan island ofstabilityfortheantifer-

rom agnetic phase and the corresponding crossovertem -

perature,TA F (�),decreasesm onotonically asthechem i-

calpotential� increases.In theunderdoped regim eclose

to half�lling,theantiferrom agneticphasein thetwosite
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FIG .3: The single particle or‘noninteracting’(U = 0)case,

illustrating thechargeand spin,peaksand valleysforthetwo

and foursite clusters.Notehow thecharge and spin m axim a

and m inim a in dosfollow one anotherindicating the absence

ofcharge-spin separation.

clusterisfully separated from the chargebifurcation re-

gion. In contrast,the behavior ofTA F with increasing

� is nonm onotonic for the four site cluster and there is

som eoverlap (nearTA F � Tc1)in theunderdoped regim e

between theantiferrom agneticphaseand a chargebifur-

cation region. Athigherdoping within the (right-m ost)

bifurcation regim e (i.e. regionsIand II),TA F � 0 and

thecharge-spin separation isvery sim ilarto thatseen in

the two sitecluster.

As an im portant footnote, we show how the charge

and spin peaks(and valleys)follow oneanotherforboth

the two and four site clusters when U = 0 in Fig.3

(in sharp contrastto the U = 6 cases,in regions Iand

II where charge (as wellas spin) m axim a and m inim a

are wellseparated) indicating that there is no charge-

spin separation here.In thislim iting,singleparticlecase

forthe two site cluster,there areno tem perature driven

chargebifurcation phasesawayfrom half�llingand hence

the corresponding Tc1 � 0. In the entire range � 2t �

� � 2t,the charge and spin 
uctuations directly follow

one another,i.e. Tc1 = Tc2 = Ts without charge-spin

separation.

In sum m ary, we have illustrated the phase diagram

and thepresenceoftem peraturedriven crossovers,quan-

tum phasetransitionsand charge-spin separation forany

U 6= 0 in the two and four site Hubbard clusters as

doping (or chem icalpotential) is varied. O ur bottom -

up approach and exact therm odynam ics for sm allclus-

ters,when m onitored as a function ofdoping,displays

the presence ofclearly identi�able,tem perature driven

crossovers into new phases and distinct transitions at

corresponding Q CPs in the ground state,seen in large

therm odynam icsystem s.Itappearsthattheshort-range

correlations alone are su�cient for pseudogaps to form

in sm alland large clusters,which can be linked to the

generic features ofphase diagram s in tem perature and

doping e�ects seen in the high Tc cuprates. The pseu-

dogap featuresand the variationsof�c,�s,TA F with �

as wellas the existence ofQ CPs suggest that the nor-

m alstate spin singletpseudogap,closely linked to short

range correlations,can also existin sm allclusters. The

exact cluster solution shows how charge and spin gaps

are form ed at the m icroscopic leveland their behavior

as a function ofdoping (i.e. chem icalpotential),m ag-

netic �eld and tem perature. The pseudogap form ation

can also be associated with the condensation of spin

and charge degrees offreedom below (spin and charge)

crossover tem peratures Ts and Tc1 (respectively). Fi-

nally,thetwoand foursitesclustersshareveryim portant

intrinsiccharacteristicswith thehigh Tc superconductors

apparentlybecausein allthese‘bad’m etallichigh Tc m a-

terials,localinteractionsplay a key role.
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