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Charge spin separation, pseudogap fom 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 mulidin ensional param eter space of tem perature, m agnetic eld, on-site Coulomb interaction
(8] 0), and chem ical potential. The num erically evalnated, exact expressions for charge and
soin susceptibilities provide clear evidence for the existence of true gaps in the ground state and
pseudogaps in a lim ited range of tem perature. In particular, M ott-H ubbard type charge crossover,
soin pseudogap and m agnetic correlations w ith antiferrom agnetic (spin) psesudogap structure for
two and fur site clusters closely resem ble the pseudogap phenom ena and the nom alstate phase

diagram in high T. superconductors.

PACS numbers: 65.804n, 7322 712744a,7130+h

U nderstanding the e ects of electron correlations and
pﬁudoqap phenom ena I EI EI EI EI E] in the Cuprate
superconductors com prising of m any di erent phases is
regarded as one ofthem ost challenging problem s In con—
densed m atter ﬂ]. A though the experim ental deter—
m hation of various Inhom ogeneous phases in cuprates
is still som ew hat controversial E], the underdoped high
T . superconductors are often characterized by crossover
tem peratures below which excitation pseudogaps in the
nom alstate are seen to develop E]. T here is also com —
pelling evidence for the existence of quantum critical
points QCPs) in underdoped E, L‘L__'Il, E] and opti-
m ally doped m aterials [L3] as observed In resistivity m ea—
surements n Nd, yCe,CuO4 ,Pn 4CeCuOy4 and
Lay; xSr,CuOgy.

The chargespin separation ﬂ, E], clearly identi —
ablk M ottHubbard M H), antiferrom agnetic and soin
crossovers contain generic features which appear to be
comm on for sm allclusters and large therm odynam ic sys—
tem s ﬂ]. Studies of conventional M ott-H ubbard and
m agnetic phase transitions [17, [1d, [14, 2d, 21] have
tended to concentrate on m acroscopic system s contain—
Ing a large, and essentially an in nite num ber of parti-
cles. In attem pts to address som e of the above, the H ub-
bard m odelhasbeen discussed w thin the exact Lieb-W u
LW ) equations in one dimension (1d) 24,23, 2471 and
a wide variety of approxin ation schem es in higher di-
m ensions , @, E]. M ost theordes orighating from
the Betheanstaz, such as LW , nvolve coupled nonlin—
ear integral equations that have to be solved num erically

for every set of param eters. N um erical uncertainties as—
sociated with such solutions severely lin i their appli-
cations when calculating subtle features at interm ediate
values of tem perature and other param eters. A Ifhough
som e properties of Hubbard clusters have been calcu-
lated , m, E, |3__'l|, @, E, @], m any questions re—
man wih regard to m icroscopic origins of charge—spin
separation and pseudogap behavior, short range correla—
tions and weak sihgularities (crossovers) at nite tem —
perature 34, 34].

In thiswork, we study the phase diagram s for the two
and four site H ubbard clusters [Lé] using analyticaldiag—
onalization com bined w ith the grand canonicalensemble
In a mulidin ensional param eter space of tem perature
T, magnetic eld h, on-site Coulomb interaction U 0,
and chem icalpotential W ith hopping param etert= 1).
Our calculations for nite clisters are based on the ex—
act analytical expressions for the eigenvalue E,, of the
n® many-body eigenstate, grand partition fiinction Z
(W here the num ber of particles N and the profction of
soin s* areallowed to uctuate) and its dervatives w ith—
out taking the them odynam ic lin it and hence involve
no approxim ations. The grand canonical potential y
for interacting electrons is

X En Np hs
v= Th e T @)

n Ny
where N, and s are the number of particles and the
proction of spin in the n™ state respectively. The di-
mension Ny of the Hibert space in [) depends on the
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2-site phase diagram: U=6
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FIG.1l: Temperature T vs chem ical potential phase dia—
gram for the two site clusterat U = 6;h = 0. T he antiferro-
m agnetic pseudogap phase is shaded and bounded above by
Tar ( ). It vanishes in regions I and II, which are charge bi-
furcation phases representing (pseudo) charge gapsat T > 0.
T he charge and spin crossover tem peratures Tc ( ) and Ts ()
are obtained from m axin a in charge and spin susceptibilities.
Since there is particle-hole symm etry, only values above
half- lling, ie. > o, are shown. Note that in regions I and
1T, there is strong charge-spin separation.

num ber of sites, satisfying Ny = 4% for the two site clus-
ter, and Ny = 4% Pr the Hur site cluster. T he electron
charge susoeptbility . ( ) orthe corresponding therm o—

dynam ic density of states, () = %()i, describes the
local spectral characteristics of charge excitations and

uctuations in the num ber of electrons
Q@I i
N2 mio N O @)

@

The soin susceptbility s ( ) or spin densiy of states
()= @2“1 > describes the Jocal spin excitations as pa—
ram eters h, or T are varied, where soin uctuations
(s%)? clsely Pllow the variation of spin susoeptibil
ity wih respectto andh
D E
(s*)

2 @hs*i
=T :
@h
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Once all the m any-body eigenvalues of the Hubbard
clusters are known, i is straightforward to calculate the
ground state properties and these resuls are reported
elsew here [L6]. U sing the sam e elgenvalues, we have eval-
uated the exact grand partition fiinction and them alav—
erages such asm agnetization and susoceptibilities num er—
ically as a function of the set of param eters fT ;h; ;Ug.

4-site phase diagram: U=6
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FIG .2: Temperature T vschem icalpotential phase diagram
for the four site cluster at U = 6;h = 0. Regions I and IT
are quite sin ilar to the ones found in the two site cluster,
again show ing strong charge-spin separation. H ow ever, note
the (new) m ixed phase which consists of charge, spin and
AF pseudogaps, that is present in this cluster. The inset
show s the sam e diagram w ith a larger scale for the crossover
tem perature. Labels of crossover tem peratures are suppressed
for clariy.

Using m axim a and m inin a In spin and charge susospti-
bilities, phasediagram sin a T vs plane rany U and
h can be constructed.

Among many interesting results rich in variety for
U > 0, sharp transitions are found betw een phases w ith
true charge and spin gaps in the ground state; for in-

nitesimalT > 0, these gaps are transform ed into bssu—
dogaps’ with som e nonzero weight between peaks (or
maxina) In susceptbilities m onitored as a function of
doping (ie. ) aswellash. W e have also veri ed the
wellknown fact that the low tem perature behavior in the
vicinity of half- 1ling, with charge and soin pseudogap
phases coexisting, represents an antiferrom agnetic insu—
lator In the Hubbard clusters [L6]. However, away from
half 1ling, we nd very intriguing behavior in them o-
dynam ical charge and spoin degrees of freedom . At low
tem perature, new peak structures in the charge ()
and zero magnetic eld spin 5 ( ) susceptbilities are
observed to develop [LA]; between two consecutive peaks,
there exists a pseudogap in charge or spin degrees. O pen—
Ing of such distinct and separated pseudogap regions at
low tem perature, the signatures of corresponding charge
and spin separation, is seen in both the two and four site
clusters, away from half lling.

Th Fig.[l, we show the phase diagram for the two site
clusterat U = 6 and h = 0, where T, ( ) descrbes the



high tem perature, M H insulatorm etal transition as
varies. At low tem perature, this dependence bifircates
and T () and T, () denote the crossover tem peratures
at lower and higher doping (respectively) corresoonding
to sinilar M H lke transitions. The low tem perature
regions I and IT, bounded by these crossover tem pera-—
tures, de ne a charge bifurcation phase which persists
up to a high doping level, ;. In this charge pesudo—
gap, there are strong spin uctuations centered around

s at low tem perature which decay when either !
or ! & (ie. near the boundaries where charge gaps
mel). In thesam e gure, the antiferrom agnetic crossover
tem perature Tar ( ) is obtained by m onitoring the spin
susceptbility peaks as a fiinction of the applied eld at
a given chem ical potential , as seen In m easurem ents
0f N eel tem perature doping dependence [14]. If h, de—
notes the eld value corresponding to the peak closest
to zero, Tar is de ned as the tem perature at which the
critical eld h.( ) for the onset of m agnetization van-—
ishes melting the AF soin gap). Tar can also obtained
from zero eld staggered spin susceptibility. The spin
crossover tem perature T ( ), associated w ith the open—
ing of the zero-m agnetic— eld spin pseudogap in Fig.[,
denotes the tem perature below which strong soin pseudo—
gap correlations are cbserved to develop. T his has been
suggested as a precursor to superconductivity [37]. N ote
that spin uctuations are signi cantly suppressed below
Ts and how these crossover tem peratures and critical
valies de ne various regions such as, a) charge psesudo-—
gap, b) AF pseudogap, c) spin pseudogap and d) nom al
phases.

The fur site phase diagram , Fig.[lwih U = 6 and
h = 0, appears to be m ore com plex w ith several charge
bifircation phases above (or below) half 1ling, start—
Ing at the electron (holk) doping kvel near 1=8 Iling.
H ow ever, there is a clear selfsin ilarity in the right-m ost
bifircation region for the 2-site and the 4-site clusters
Figs.[M and B). This bifircation region retains strong
charge pseudogap stability as in the two site cluster. W e
believe that these regions of phase space, with strong
soin and charge wuctuations, are quite relevant to the
high T . cuprates and other sin ilarm aterials, w here dop—
Ing of electrons or holes introduces dram atic changes in
their physical properties.

W e have followed the behavior of pseudogaps in this
region as a function of the on-site Coulomb repulsion U .
W ih increasing U, several features are observed to de—
velop; (a) separation of charge and spin boundaries aw ay
from half- 1ling, () opening of a pseudo charge gap,
(c) large spin  uctuations inside this charge gap region.
T hisphase w ith a charge gap closely resam bles the inho-
m ogeneous com m ensurate phase found in Ref.8], where
the m obilke holes In the quasione din ensional structures
(stripes) acquire a spin gap In spatially con ned M ott—
nsulating regions [Z,19].

T he doping dependence of the nom al-state spin pseu—
dogap show s that at low tem perature, it is stable in the
underdoped regin e, persists at optim al doping and dis—

appears n the overdoped regineat = 4. In thephase
diagram s in Figs.[ll and [ at zero tem perature, we no-
tice severalquantum phases and corresponding quantum
critical points QCPs),at = 17 s; 2. A compari-
son of the two phase diagram s for the two and four site
clusters, in Figs.[lland [, revealsm any com m on features
In addition tothe QCPs. As increases, there isa sharp
transition In both clusters at . from a M ott—H ubbard
antiferrom agnetic insulator into a phase w ith charge and
sodn separation and gaps. A sin ilar behavior has been
observed experin entally [L1,112] in the cuprates. At crit—
icaldoping <1, the antiferrom agnetic phase disappears
and at higher doping, In regions I and II, the soin and
charge pseudogap phases coexist w th one another inde—
pendent ofhow strong U is. T hese two regions are sepa—
rated by a boundary w here the spin gap vanishes. A t crit—
icaldoping s wih Tg ! 0, the zero spin susceptibility
s at zero tem perature exhbisa sharp m axim um . T hus
thebehavior ofthe criticaltem perature T ( ), which &lls
abruptly to zero at criticaldoping 5, In plies [,10] that
the pseudogap can exist ndependently ofpossible super-
conducting pairing. A sm entioned above,as T ! 0 and
sy the soin gap disappears whilk the charge gap
prevailsup to = . Up on further doping, the charge
gap vanishesat ; and Fem iliquid behavior is restored
due to f1ll chargespin reconciliation. Figs.[l and [ are
consistent w ith the existence of pseudogap phases and
quantum phase transitions at ¢ in the high T. super—
conductors, when the ground state spin gap disappears
G, 16,110, 138]. The QCP s separate the soin pseudogap
phase from the quantum spin liquid state, coexisting w ith
the charge pseudogap . W e have also seen that a reason—
ably strongm agnetic eld hasa dram atice ect m ainly)
ontheQCP at .

The soin susceptbility s in the underdoped pseu-—
dogap region I, de ned by s, displays an
anom aly at tem perature Tg below which the soin de-
grees of freedom becom e suppressed. The gapped spin
excitations In ply that spin singlet states which exist be-
tween Ty and T in Fig.[ can be considered as pre—
form ed pairs w ith properties di erent from FL.A s tem —
perature decreases, approaching T.; from above, g de—
creases while ( increases due to strong charge uctua—
tions in the vicinity of To; signaled by a sharp peak in
the excitation spectrum , consistent wih ARPES mea—
surem ents [39]. The themal uctuations close to the
boundaries T.; of the charge bifircation phase destroy
the charge pseudogap and provide conditions at which
the spin pseudogap state coexists w ith a charge liquid
background.

In Figs.Mand B, we also show the crossover tem pera—
ture Tar ( ) deduced from m axin a In the antiferrom ag-
netic spin uctuations ( ). The phase diagram for the
tw o site cluster show san island of stability forthe antifer—
rom agnetic phase and the corresponding crossover tem —
perature, Tar ( ), decreasesm onotonically as the chem i-
calpotential Increases. In the underdoped regin e close
to half lling, the antiferrom agnetic phase in the two site



2-site phase diagram: U=0 4-site phase diagram: U=0

« charge max
O spinmax

+ chargemin
B g Do, o spinmin 07#

- charge max
O spin max

+ chargemin
O spinmin B

0.5

crossover temperature
=y
crossover temperature

0.25]

1 2 05 1 15 2
chemical potential chemical potential

FIG . 3: The single particle or honinteracting’” U = 0) case,
il strating the charge and spin, peaks and valleys for the two
and four site clusters. N ote how the charge and spin m axim a
and m Inin a in dos ollow one another indicating the absence
of charge-spIn separation.

cluster is fully separated from the charge bifircation re—
gion. In contrast, the behavior of Tpr with increasing

is nonm onotonic for the four site cluster and there is
som e overlap (hearTj ¢ T ) In the underdoped regin e
betw een the antiferrom agnetic phase and a charge bifir-
cation region. At higher doping w ithin the (rght-m ost)
bifircation regime (ie. regions I and II), Tar 0 and
the charge-spin separation is very sin ilar to that seen in
the two site cluster.

A's an in portant footnote, we show how the charge
and spin peaks (and valleys) follow one another for both
the two and four site clusters when U = 0 ;n Fig.[d
(In sharp contrast to the U = 6 cases, In regions I and
IT where charge (@s well as spin) maxina and m inin a
are well separated) Indicating that there is no charge—
spoin segparation here. In this lim iting, single particle case
for the two site cluster, there are no tem perature driven

chargebifircation phasesaw ay from half 1ling and hence
the corresponding T.g 0. In the entire range 2t

2t, the charge and spin uctuations directly follow
one another, ie. Toy = To, = T without charge-spin
separation.

In summ ary, we have illistrated the phase diagram
and the presence of tem perature driven crossovers, quan—
tum phase transitions and charge-spin separation for any
U 6 0 in the two and four site Hubbard clisters as
doping (or chem ical potential) is varied. O ur bottom -
up approach and exact them odynam ics for am all clus—
ters, when m oniored as a function of doping, displays
the presence of clearly identi able, tem perature driven
crossovers Into new phases and distinct transitions at
corresponding Q CP s In the ground state, seen In large
them odynam ic system s. It appears that the short—range
correlations alone are su cient or pseudogaps to form
In snall and large clusters, which can be linked to the
generic features of phase diagram s In tem perature and
doping e ects seen in the high T. cuprates. The psesu-
dogap features and the varationsof ., s, Tar wih
as well as the existence of Q CP s suggest that the nor-
m al state spin singlet pseudogap, closely linked to short
range correlations, can also exist in am all clusters. The
exact clister solution show s how charge and spin gaps
are form ed at the m icroscopic level and their behavior
as a function of doping (ie. chem ical potential), m ag—
netic eld and tem perature. The pseudogap fom ation
can also be associated wih the condensation of soin
and charge degrees of freedom below (spin and charge)
crossover tem peratures Ts and T.; (respectively). Fi-
nally, the tw o and four sites clusters share very in portant
Intrinsic characteristicsw ith the high T, superconductors
apparently because In allthese bad’m etallichigh To m a—
terials, Jocal interactions play a key role.
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