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W e prove that the M ott insulating state is characterized by a divergence of the electron self
energy at wellkde ned values ofm om enta In the st Brillouin zone. W hen particle-hole sym m etry
is present, the divergence obtains at the m om enta of the Fem i surface for the corresoonding non—
Interacting system . Such a divergence gives rise to a surface of zeros (the Luttinger surface) of
the sihgle-particle G reen function and o ers a singke unifying principle of M ottness from which
pseudogap phenom ena, spectralweight transfer, and broad spectral features em erge n doped M ott
Insulators. W e also show that only when particle-hole symm etry is present does the volum e of
the zero surface equal the particle density. W e identify that the general breakdown of Luttinger’s
theorem In a M ott nsulator arises from the breakdown of a perturbative expansion for the self
energy in the single-particle G reen function around the non-interacting lim it. A m odi ed version of

Luttinger’s theorem is derived for special cases.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the absence of disorder, electronic states in insula—
tors failto carry current eitherbecause theband isfull (@
band insulator) or a gap opens at the chem icalpotential.
T he latter is indicative ofeither a structuraltransition n
which a partially lled band splits by doubling the unit
cell or a M ott state In which strong on-site correlations
create a charge gap in a half- lled band, as in transition
m etal oxides, the high-tem perature copper-oxide super-
conductors a case In point. W hile the origin ofthe M ott
gap is clar, the m echanisn for the bifircation of the
half- lled band into upper and lower H ubbard bands re—
m ains controversialk . W e show here that the M ott gap
leads to a divergence of the selfenergy In m om entum
space, which in the case ofparticle-hole sym m etry lies on
thenon-interacting Ferm isurface. Such a divergence
prevents the renom alized energy band from crossing the
Fem ienergy and hence is ultin ately the m echanian by
which M ott lnsulators insulate. Further, this divergence
Jeads to a vanishing of the single-particle G reen function
thereby de ning a surface of zeros in the rst Brillbuin
zone. W e dem onstrate that the zeros account for nu—
m erous anom alous properties of the nom al state of the
cuprate superconductors. The zeros found here obtain
fiindam entally from strong coupling M ott physics? and
should be distinguished from those arising from weak-
coupling sym m etry-breaking instabilities® of the Fem i
surface.

T hat the Ferm isurface ofthe non-interacting system is
In som ew ay connected w ith strong-couplingM ott physics
(that is, M ottness) has not been anticipated. For Fem 1
liquids, such a correspondence is natural. Fem i liquid
theory? restson the seem ingly sin ple conecture that the
num ber of bare electrons at a given chem ical potential
equals the num ber of Fem i excitations (quasiparticles)
In the interacting system regardless of the strength of

the interactions. Q uasiparticlke excitations are identi ed
by sin ple poles ofthe single-particle, tim e-ordered G reen
function, G (; ). Hence, for a Fem i liquid, the Landau
con Ecture, proven by Luttinger, in plies the existence
of a surface (the Fem i surface) in m om entum space at
which <G (p; = ¢ ) changes sign by passing through
In nity. In system s lacking quasiparticles (o pols),
such as Insulators, the Landau correspondence betw een
the particle density and quasiparticle excitations breaks
down. In fact, as uncloaked recently®<-’, Luttinger’s the-
oram is not necessarily invalidated when quasiparticles
are absent. The suggestion®”# is that the particle den—
sity
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is properly de ned through an integral In m om entum
space over a region where the single particle propagator
ispositive. An explicit assum ption in Eq. [I) is that the
In aghhary part of the selfenergy vanishes at the chem -
ical potentia®. Sign changes occur at poles or at zeros
of the G reen function. Should Eq. [) hold, then the
volum e enclosed by the surfaces of zeros and poles yields
the particle density.

In thispaper, we o era criterion forthe location ofthe
surface of zeros and show explicitly that the volum e en—
closed by the zeros yields the electron density only when
a M ott insulator has particle-hole sym m etry. O ur proof
of the latter m akes general the perturbative argum ents
m ade recently ra K ondo insulator®. In the absence of
particle-hole sym m etry, there is an additional contribu-
tion to the electron density in Eq. [0) which arises from
the breakdown of perturbation theory. W e show explic—
itly that the breakdown of Luttinger’s theorem does not
obtain from a T = 0 regularization of divergent integrals
as has been clain ed®2% but rather arises anytin e the
selfenergy cannot be obtained perturbatively around the
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non-interacting lim it. O ur results are in agreem ent w ith
the m echanism proposed by A kshuler, et. ali! in the
context of the breakdown of Luttinger’s theorem in the
presence of a spin-density wave. F inally, we dem onstrate
that m odels which progct out the high-energy scale at
half- lling lose the surface of zeros. A s a consequence,
the quasiparticle weight need not22 be the sam e in the
Hubbard and profcted schem es such as the t-J m odel.
T he evolution of the surface of zeros in the psesudogap
phase is also delineated.

II. ZEROS IN A MOTT INSULATOR

A s our starting point, we consider the sin plest m odel
w hich captures the physics of M ott Insulators, the Hub—
bard m odel,
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In which electrons hopping on a lattice between neigh-
bouring sites with am plitude t;5 = t ;; and chem ical
potential pay an energy cost U anytim e they doubly
occupy the sam e site. T he operator c; (c?.: ) annihilates
(creates) an electron on site iwih spin  and setsthe
chem icalpotential. T he quantity of Interest is the single-
particle retarded G reen fiinction, G = (; ;5% = 1 (¢t
)hfe; ©;¢ )gi, in particular, itsm om entum and en—
ergy Fourier transform , G™t (k; ) = F TG™"(@;3;t;t9,
w here fa;bg indicates the anticom m utatorofa and band

(¢) the H eaviside step finction which isnon-zero only if
itsargum ent ispositive. T he quantity that is directly ob—
servable experin entally through ARPES is the spectral
finction, A k; )= =G%k; )= .Summed overm o—
m entum , the spectral finction de nes the single-particle
density ofstates. T he causalnature ofthe G reen function
pem is it to be constructed entirely from its in aginary
part

G™ ki) = d!ow ®)
1 + i
through the standard H ibert representation. Fora M ott
nsulator, a gap oforderU occurs In the spectral function.
W e w ill take the gap to have a width 2 centered about
0. A swe consider the general case In which sym m etry—
breaking playsno role in the gap, sin ply strong electron—
correlations, our conclisions regarding the zeros are ap—
plicable to the m echanism proposed by M ott. W ithin
the gap, A k; ) = 0. This is a necessary condition for
any gap. C onsequently, in the presence ofa gap, the real
part ofthe G reen fiinction evaluated at the Fem ienergy
reduces to
Z L0 Z 1 L0
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as pointed out by D zyaloshinski®®. At half- 1ling, M ott
Insulators have half the spectral weight above the gap.

Hence, it is, possble, in principle, that the real part of
the G reen function vanishes along som e m om entum sur-
face. However, no criterion has been given for the loca—
tion of such a surface. Indeed, the nature of the M ott
transition has been studied extensively m d = 1 us-
ing dynam icalm ean— eld theory OMFT)2. In DMFT

d= 1), the selfenergy diverges at ! = 0 for allm o—
menta. Hence, in d= 1 , there is no Luttinger surface.
For nite din ensional system s, i is not known what be-
com es of the unphysicalm om entum -independent 1=! di-
vergence of the selff energy In d = 1 The new feature
that this work brings into focus is the divergence of the
self energy along a continuously connected m om entum

surface In the rst Brillouin zone as the de ning feature
ofa M ott insulator In nite din ensions.

A . Particle- ole Sym m etry

W e now prove that when particle-hole symm etry is
present, the spectral function is an even function of fre—
quency at the non-interacting Fem isurface. A sa conse—
quence, Eq. [@) is dentically zero along that m om entum
surface. To proceed, we consider a general particle-hole
transform ation,
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of the electron annihilation operator. That the Ham i~
tonian rem ain nvariant under this transform ation places
constraints on both Q and the chem icalpotential. The
Hubbard m odelw ith nearest-neighbourhopping rem ains
invarant under Eq. [B) ©rQ = (; )and = U=2.
T he latter is the value of the chem ical potential at half-
lling, the M ott state. Transform ing the operators in
the G reen fiinction according to Eq. [3) and keeping the
chem icalpotential xed at = U=2 leadsto the identity
A k;!')=2A (k Q+2n ; !): 6)
Hence, the spectral function is an even function of fre—
quency fork = Q=2+ n . Consider one din ension and
nearest-neighbour hopping. In this case, the symm etry
points are =2, the Ferm ipoints for the half- lled non-
Interacting band. In two din ensions, this proofis su —
cient to establish the existence of only two points, not a
surface of zeros. To determ ine the surface, w e take advan—
tage ofan added sym m etry in higher dim ensions. Forex—
am ple, In two din ensions, we can Interchange the canoni-
calx and y axes kaving the H am iltonian unchanged only
if the hopping is isotropic. This invariance allow s us to
interchange kyx and k, on the kft-hand side ofEq. [@)
resulting in the condiions

k= Xk g+ 2n (7)
and by re ection sym m etry
k= k g+2n ; @®)



where Q (@;9). For nearest neighbour hopping, the

resultant condition, kyx k = + 2n , is the solu-
tion to cosky + cosk, = 0, which de nes the Ferm i sur-
face for the non-interacting system . If only next-nearest
neighbour hopping is present, the value of the wave vec—
tor that leaves the kinetic energy temm unchanged after
a particle-hol transform ation isQ = ( ;0)) or 0; ).

Coupled with Eq. [@) and re ection symm etry we also

obtain the Fem i surface of the non-interacting system .

T he interactions need not be the local on-site repulsion

In the Hubbard m odel for the surface of zeros to per—
sist. N earestneighbour interactions of strength V de-
pend only on the particle density and hence are inde—
pendent ofQ under a particle-hole transform ation. Such

Interactions renom alise the chem icalpotential from U=2

(on-site Interactions) to U + 2V )=2 at the particlke-hol

sym m etric point.

However, an Inplicit assum ption In our proof which
allow s for the interchange of the momenta in Eq. [@)
is that the hopping is isotropic. N onetheless, the result
we have obtained is independent of the isotropy of the
hopping. That is, our proof applies equally when the
band structure is of the form t() = t; cosky + t, cosky,

with t; 6 t,. To prove this, we consider the m om ents
Z
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of the G reen finction. For sin plicity, we have seth = 1.
U sing the H eisenberg equations of m otion, we reducet?
the m om ents in real space

h
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to a string of comm utators of the electron creation
or annihilation operators with the Hubbard Ham ito-
nian. The right-hand side of this expression is evali—
ated at equal times. To evaluate the string of commu—

tators, it su ces to focus on the properties of K .l(n) =

[ i H;  ncHdjwhere by construction, K =
¢ . W ewrte the Hubbard Ham iltonian asH = Hy+ Hy
where H y Includesthe interaction aswellasthe chem ical
potential tem s and H + the hopping term . The form of
the rst com m utator,

X
1
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suggests that we seek a solution of the form
X
Ki"V= & Mo 12)
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whereQ ™) = [ jHw ) v hEin es MVolvesa string

containingHy ntinesandin § ,H appears at least

once. Our proof hinges on the form onin) which we

wr:ii:ejngeneralasQi(“)z nCi nj o+
tion for the coe cients

nCi . The solu—

nt1= U ) n + U( )
am (T as)

is determ ined from the recursion relationship Q 7Y =

) .(n);HU ]. In the m om ents, the quantity which appears

1

is

n

nfo Micl gi= 4 [amy i+ 4] (14)
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C onsequently, the m om ents sim plify to
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T he criterion for the zeros of the G reen function now
reduces to a condition on the parity ofthe right-hand side
ofEqg. [19). C onsiderthe case ofhalf- 1ling, particle-hole
sym m etry and nearest-neighbour hopping. Under these
conditions, n; 1= 1=2 and by particle-hole sym m etry,

= U=2. The expressions or , and , laysplain that
the resultant coe cients

n= 5 1e)

vanish for n odd. Consequently, G (;!) is an even
fiinction if the second term in Eq. [I5) vanishes. Th
Fourier space, the second term isproportionalto the non—
Interacting band structure t(k). The m om enta at which
tk) = 0 de ne the Fem i surface of the non-interacting
system . Note, the condiion t(k) = 0 which de nes the
surface of zeros is independent ofthe anisotropy ofthe
hopping. W e conclude that w hen particle-hole sym m etry
ispresent, G o = pr ;0) = 0 ora M ott insulator, where
pr istheFem isurface forthenon-interacting system . In
this case, the volum e of the surface of zeros is ddentically
equalto the particle density. T his constitutes one of the
few exact results forM ott insulators that is independent
of spatial din ension or at krast aslongasd € 1 . As
m entioned previously, in d = 1 , there is no Luttinger
surface as diverges as 1=! forallm om ental?. Finally,
the only condition for the applicability of our proof is
that the orm ofthe spectral function leads to the conti-
nuity ofR (k;!)at! = 0.Henoce, them Inin alcondition
is that the spectral function is be continuous at ! = 0.
T herefore, if there is a gapless quasiparticle excitation,
forexample, A (k; )= (!),ourproofbecom es invalid.

B. Away From Particle-H ole Sym m etry

W hat happenswhen particle-hole sym m etry isbroken?
To consider this regin e, we w rite the electron density
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as an integral of the tim e-ordered G reen function where
the factor of two counts up and down spin electrons. In
proving Luttinger’s theorem , one uses the identity

G ki) = o bgG  kidl)+ G kidl ) (kii)E8)
@i! @i!
Im plicit in this expression is the D yson equation,
Gl ki) =G, kiil)+

k;il); 19)

where isthe selfenergy and G ( the G reen fiinction for

the non-interacting problem . Thedensity, n=I; I, is
now a sum oftwo tem s
X 1 a1 ¢ L
I 2i ——— logG ~ (k;i!) (20)
1 2 @il
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Luttinger? proved that I, vanished and hence the elec—
tron density is given simply by Eq. [). In fact,
D zyaloshinski® has clain ed that I, vanishes fora M ott
Insulator. Centralto this proof is the existence of a per—
turbative expansion for the selfenergy around the atom ic
lim it. Based on the selfenergy, the LuttingerW ard W )
functiona®,
X d!
G1= >
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can be constructed which fora Fem iliquid has a pertur-
bative expansion In tem s of skeleton diagram s. In gen—
eral, the LW functionalisassum ed to have a perturbative
expansion. A s such any perturbative LW functionalm ust
be free of shqularities and vanish as ! ! 1 . W e show
here that for the M ott problem , sihgularities arise and
1t is precisely from the singularities that a breakdown of
Luttinger’s theorem arises.

To see how Luttinger’s theorem fails for a M ott insu—
lator, consider the exact tem perature-dependent G reen
function,

1
G k;i!) =
i) = 9T i wan
il +
= — - ; (23)
! Eq) @! Ey)
in the atom ic lim it w here
@) U+ vt 1 (24)
ily= — —
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andEq;; = U=2.AstheM ott gap iswellform ed in
this lim it, any conclusion we reach regarding I, willhold
as long as U t. Can Eq. [24) be constructed from
the non-interacting lim it? To all oxders in perturbation
theory at T = 0, the selfenergy is given by

pert = Ut 25)

Such a selfenergy cannot describe the two-peak struc—
ture ofthe M ott lnsulating state. That is, starting from

the non-interacting system , one cannot ocbtain the M ott
gap perturbatively. It is this breakdow n of perturbation
theory In generating the M ott gap that is centralto the
ultim ate breakdow n ofthe Luttinger sum —rule on the vol-
um e of the surface of zeros. G ven that ere 6  1c, the
corresponding LW functional, (G) cannot be obtained

perturbatively. Consequently, we m ust resort to a non—
perturbative m ethod to construct the IW functional. To
gain som e insight Into what the corresponding L fiinc—
tional looks lke, we rewrite 1, In tem s of the exact
G,

P
_ U N 1 1+ U2%G? 26)
G 2 2G

by elin inating the 1=@{!, + ) factorby using the D yson
equation and solving the subsequent quadratic equation.
Here, the upper and lower signs should be used when
J+ 3> U=2and j + j< U=2 respectively.As [G ]sat-
is esthe D yson equation, it is exactly given by the func-
tionalderivative of the exact LW functionalw ith respect

to G . Hence, Eq. [26) in plies that we know GEG
at the saddlke point of Constructing in general,
how ever, requires com plete know ledge of [GFE G not

sin ply at the saddle point. How then do we construct
?

For the problem at hand, there are two requirem ents
that any approxin ate expression for [G]must satisfy:
1) i must contain a singular part and 2) I, com puted
from any approxim ate LW functional m ust agree w ith
a direct calculation based on the second of Egs. [20).
T he approxin ate LW —functional we derive here satis es
both of these requirem ents and hence lends credence to
them ethod. Faced w ith the sin ilarproblem ofobtaining

G ] know ing only its exact derivative at one particular
valie of G for a spin-density wave problem , A ltshuler,
et al! sinply integrated [G]w ith respect to G to co-
tain an approxim ate LW functional. They showed that
this procedure to be intemally consistent for their prob—
lm as I, evalnated w ith the approxin ate IW functional
agreed w ith a direct calculation of I, from Eq. 20). W e
adopt this approach and check its intemalconsistency in
a sin ilarm anner. The Integralof G ],

h P
i) = > IogG ({!) 1+ U2%G2d!)
P v #
1 1+U2G62d!) 1
—lbog p—————
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reg )+ sing @) @7
contains both a reqular aswell as a singular part,
, 1 Go(@!)
sing ') = < Iog 28)
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A Ythough the atom ic lin it di ers from the spin-density
wave problem treated by A ltshuler, et ali!, the approx—
Inate IW functionals are identical. This state ofa airs



obtains because of the sin ilarity between the self ener—
gies of the two problem s. To evaluate I, we note that
only the singular part of [G ] contrbutes. The result

zZ .
I, = 21 ﬂ @ sj.n.g @)
2 @i!

=2 () ( Eq) ( E2); @9)

is in agreem ent w ith a direct calculationt® of I, based on
the second equation in Eq. [20). T hisagreem ent suggests
that our approxim ate expression for [G ] captures the

essence of the breakdown of Luttinger’s theorem . Note
I, temm vanishesonly In the presence ofparticle-hole sym —
metry ( = 0). Them odi ed Luttinger theorem becom es

Z
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Them odi ed Luttinger theorem is also valid even in the
presence of an allhopping, that is, U t, as can be seen
by considering

1
eq 1 =
ki) = Ty 0= wd)
i+
= — - (31)
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for the G reen function. Here t(k) is the Fourder trans—
form ation of the hopping elem ent, t;5. Substitution ofG
and into the second term ofEq. (3I) leads to
Z
&k
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Once again, I, vanishes In the presence of particlke-hol
symm etry and hence can be rew ritten asEq. [29).

The form of the sinqgular part of the LuttingerW ard
functional com pels a sin pler form ulation of the electron
density. Since the regular part of I, vanishes, we can use

Egs. [20) and [28) to recast the electron density as a
sum oftwo contrlbutions,
x Zag
n = 1i — — 1logG ;1! )G k;1i!)
1 2 @il
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each of the Luttinger fom . A though both of the tem s
In thisexpression @swellasin Eq. (30)) contain discon—
tiuities, the discontinuities cancel In the sum leading to
the densiy being a continuous function of the chem ical
potential. Eq. [33) isvalid in the atom ic lim it aswellas
In the an all hopping regim e and represents the general
form of Luttinger’s theorem for a M ott insulator. Note
In theweak hopping 1lim i, only the rsttem di ers from

that in the atom ic Iin it. In interpreting Eq. B3), i is
In portant to rem em berthat the second term isnotequiv—
alentto I, . Part of I, cancels one ofthe G reen functions

In the rsttem . Thetem which is left over accounts for
the fact that the chem icalpotential can be placed arbi-
trarily w ithin the gap as em phasized previously:®. This
am biguity, of course, is absent fora soft gap asin the case
of the pseudogap In the doped case. In this case, how—
ever, the exact selfenergy is not known and no recasting
ofthe Luttinger theorem asthe generalstatem ent In Eq.
[33) is possble. W hat the current analysis lays plain is
that the singular part ofthe IW functional, which is ab—
sent for a Fem i liquid, leads to the break-down of the
Luttinger sum rule on the surface of zeros in the absence
ofparticle-hole symm etry.

T he current analysis can be extended to nite tem per-
ature. At nite T, I,

pU2+"2(k)
LT >0 = f( —
T2+ )

+ £ ( — (k)) 2£(); (34)

can be evaluated using M atsubara frequencies and the
singularity w hich origihally existed on the real frequency
axis can be rem oved. Eq. [34) goes over sm oothly to the
zero-tem perature I, (T = 0) evaluated by real frequency
Integration. T herefore, the non-vanishing of I, (T = 0) is
Independent of the reqularization of the singular part of
the LW functionaland is a generic feature ofa M ott in—
sulator. T his resulkt is signi cant because D zyaloshinskii®
proposed that the non-vanishing of I, stemm ed from the
m ethod A kshuler, et. ali! used to reqularise the shgu-
lar integrals. N am ely that the breakdow n of Luttinger’s
theorem fora soin-density wavearisesfrom a T = 0 regqu—
larisation of divergent integrals that can only be reached
if there isa T = 0 phase transition. The current work
establishes that there isno such phase transition and the
T = 0 result is connected adiabatically to the nieT
result. C onsequently, the breakdow n of Luttinger’s theo—
rem lies elsew here. In both the M ott insulator and spin—
density wave problm s, no perturbative expansion ex—
ists for the selfenergy around the non-interacting lim it.
Should this 2il, therew illalw aysbe a sihgularpart ofthe
LW fiunctionaland I, willbe nite. Alshulret. alt!
m ade a connection between such a break down and the
chiral anom aly in particle physics. W hile at the atom ic
Iim it, this association m ight be appropriate, i isunclar
w hether this analogy holds for the general case. To reit—
erate, for a M ott system Jlacking particle-hole sym m etry
but possessing a divergent selfenergy, the singular part
ofG R, willalways integrate to a non-zero value.

C . Consequences

Severalclain s ollow necessarily from these results.
C1l. There are no non-trivial zeros of the singlke-partick
G reen function in the single—im purity Anderson m odel
Because the gap is replaced by the K ondo resonance, no
zeros ofthe G reen function obtain forthe sihgle-m purity



problem .

C2. Atthe surface of zeros, the selfenergy at zero fre—
quency diverges. W rite the singleparticle tim e-ordered
G reen function asG (;!)= 1= k) < (k;!)
i= k;!)), where isthe selfenergy. For a particle-
hole sym m etric band structure, the single-particle G reen
function vanishes linearly at the Luttinger surface, ki :

G (k;! = 0)= const: k k). This In plies that
= k;00/ & k): (35)
Note, however, that =G (k;!) = 0 for allenergies w ithin

the gap. By Inverting the G reen function, it follow s that
< &)/ &k k) 36)

proving C2. To retterate, in d = 1 %2 no Luttihger sur-
face exists as the selfenergy diverges for allm om enta at
! = 0.W hile such a divergence is appropriate ord= 1 ,
it is clearly unphysical for a nie-din ensional system .
The divergence in Eq. [36) prevents the renom alized
energy band E k)= &)+ < (;!) from crossing the
Fem ienergy. The resul is an insulating state. Indeed,
in num erical studies”’ on the Hubbard m odel at half-
lling w ith nearest-neighbour hopping, (;0;! = 0)
has been observed to diverge as our theorem indicates
i must. However, Jarrell and co-workers attributed
antiferrom agnetism as the cause of the divergence. O ur
theorem indicates that the zeros are Independent of the
ground state (be it ordered ornot as in the case ofa spin
licquid) as long as the M ott gap is present. T he zeros are
a direct consequence of M ottness itself. That M otiness
and zeros are one and the sam e Indicates that the di-
vergence of the self energy provides a generalm echanisn
for insulating states In the absence of broken symm etry.
That is, In a nitedin ensional lattice, the divergence
ofthe selfenergy at a contiuously connected m om entum
surface is the generalm echanian by which the M ott in—
sulating state obtains.
C3. Zeros represent a breakdown of weak-coupling per—
turcation theory. This follow s directly from C2. A di-
vergence of the selfenergy is the general signature of the
breakdow n of perturbation theory. Zeroso er a concrete
way of realising this breakdown. In d = 1, this break-
down occurs for allU € 0. In d = 2 in the particlke-holk
symm etric case, the critical value of U is not known,
though all num erics*®2® indicates that the only special
point isU = 0.
C4. The surface of zeros of the singk-particke G reen
function is absent from profcted m odels at half- 1ling.
Since it is common in the study of doped M ott nsula—
tors to use progcted m odels, it instructive to evaluate
w hether such truncations adm i a surface of zeros. P ro—
“Bcting out doubl occupancy, asin thet J m odel, erases
the spectralweight above the chem icalpotential at half-
Iling. C onsequently, the realpart of the G reen function
reduces to the rst integralin Eq. (@), which is always
non-zero. C 4 is thus proven. T ransform ing the operators
In thet J modelto respect the no doubl occupancy

condition is ofno help asthe problem stem s from the loss
of spectralweight above the gap once pro gction occurs.
A s the surface of zeros occurs at zero energy and is lo-
cated In m om entum space, it should certainly be present
In a low-energy theory of the Hubbard m odel. H owever,
it is clear from Eq. [@) that zeros of the G reen fiinction
stem from a sum rulk!® connectig low and high ener-
gies. Hence, it is a priori expected that the zero surface
would be sensitive to the retention ofthe spectralweight
at high energies.

The absence of zeros in thet J m odel at half- lling
is In actuality related to the problem ofthe robustness of
zeros and the location of the chem ical potential at half-

lling In a M otk Insulator. At T = 0, the chem ical po—
tential is a free param eter that can be located anyw here
In the M ott gap. Consider, the extrem e case of placing
the chem icalpotentialatop the lower H ubbard band and
sending U to In nity. In this case, the integrand in the
second tem In Eqg. (4) has an in nite energy denom na—
tor and hence the second temm vanishes. Consequently,
there are no zeros in this case. T he actual realisation of
thisisthet J modelat \half- lling."& Hence, there are
certain locations for the chem icalpotential forwhich the
zero line vanishes. T hisdoesnot dim inish the signi cance
of the zero line as the de ning feature ofa M ott lnsula—
tor, however. T hat the chem icalpotential is arbirary at
T = 0 Indicatesthat the T = 0 value ofthe chem icalpo—
tentialisnot a de ning feature ofa M ott insulator. W hat
is the de ning feature ofa M ott insulator is that at half-

Tling, half the spectralweight lies above the gap. Such
a schign In the spectral weight guarantees that the real
part of the G reen function m ust change sign along som e
mom entum surface for som e energy or range of energies
within the gap as em phasized by D zyaloshinsk®. Our
clain that the surface of zeros de nes theM ott lnsulator
is sin ply that dynam ical generation of a gap, which at
half ling results in half the spectralweight lying above
and below the gap, leadsto a sign change of<G forsome

(not necessarily all) energiesw ithin the gap. In thisvein,
thet Jmodelisnot a realistic m odelofthe M ott state
because a zero lne is strictly absent.
C5. Even at in nitesim al doping, the tJ and Hubard
m odels probably do not yield equivalnt values for the
quasiparticke weight. Because the chem icalpotential sits
atop the IowerHubbard band in thet J m odelat \half-

lling"%8, perhaps the proper way to com pare the w ith
the Hubbard m odel is in the lim it of In nitesin al dop—
ing (see Figs. [Ba) and (c)). Num erical and analytical
studies on the one hole system 202122 nd a quasiparticle
In the t-J m odel w ith weight J=t at ( =2; =2) whereas
in the Hubbard m ode®3, the quasiparticlke weight van—
ishesasZ / L , > 0,L the system size. Variational
calculations?? also yield a nite value of Z in the extrap—
olated Im it of n = 1 . W hile none of this constitutes
a proof, i is highly suggestive that the value of Z is
tied to the presence of the upper Hubbard band as has
been em phasized previcusly*32? . In the one-holke system ,
su clent spectralweight m ust lie above the chem icalpo-



tential or Eq. (4) to vanish. T here is no guarantee that
this state of a airs obtains forthet J m odel since no
spectralw eight was above the gap at the outset. No such
problem arises for the Hubbard m odel.
C6. If a Motk gap opens, zeros of the singk-partick
G reen function still persist when the particke-hok sym —
metry is broken weakly. A s rem arked earlier, all that
is necessary to establish is that for som e energies w thin
the gap, the realpart ofthe G reen function changes sign.
At present, our proof applies to any kind ofband struc-
ture that is generated from hopping processes w hich re—
m ain unchanged after the application of Eq. [@). In
general, the two kinds of hopping processes transform as
( ki k)= &ik)andt( k; k)=
0 (ky 7ky). The latter describes nextnearest neighbour
hopping and as is present in the cuprates. If only such
hopping ispresent, the surface ofzeros isno longerthe di-
agonal ( ;0) to (0; ) (orthepoint =2 in 1D ), but rather
the \cross" (0; =2) to ( ; =2) and ( =2;0) to ( =2; )
(oxr, In 1D , the points =4 and 3 =4).W hen both types
of hopping are present, no symm etry argum ents can be
m ade. O ur proof in this case w ill rely on a key assum p—
tion: the G reen function is a continuous function of the
hopping param eterstand t°. H ence, strictly speaking our
proof applies only when t'  t. W hen only t is present,
R (;0) has one sign (lus) neark = (0;0) (ox, in 1D,
k=0), and the opposite m nus) neark = ( ; ) k =
In 1D) and will vanish on the zero line. A fematively,
if we have t° hopping, R (k;0) will have a certain sign
near k = (0;0) and k = ( ; ), and the opposite sign
neark = (0; ) and k = ( ;0) and will vanish on the
"cross". From conthuity, Hrt® t,R (;t;t%) willhave
the sam e sign structure as R k;t;t° = 0). That is, it
w il change sign when going from (0;0) to ( ; ) regard-
less of the path taken. T herefore, the line of zeros exists
for am all enough t/, the relevant lim it for the cuprates.
In the opposite lim i, 0 t, a sin ilar argum ent holds.
W hether a proofexists for the case of a strong violation
of particle-hole sym m etry is not known.

ITII. UTILITY OF ZEROS:PSEUDOGAP PHASE
OF DOPED MOTT INSULATORS

U ltin ately, the utility ofthe surface ofzerosw illbe de—
term ined by its experin ental relevance. A s we have seen
above, the volum e of the surface of zeros can only be cal-
culated explicitly in the case of particle-hole sym m etry.
At nie doping where this symm etry is explicitly bro—
ken, the existence (though not the volum e) of the zero
surface can nonetheless be established. Two indepen-—
dent argum ents are relevant here. The st is based on
the distribution of spectral weight in the spectral finc—
tion and the other on the fact that Fem i arcs, as seen
experin entally?>27 in the doped cuprates, necessitate the
existence of a surface of zeros. The general argum ents
m ade here for the interdependence of zeros and Fem i
arcs augm ent the num erical evidence found by Stanescu

and K otlia¥ for the same e ect.

To illustrate that the spectral weight distrbution in
a lightly doped M ott Insulator supports a zero surface,
we consider the spectral fanction shown in Fig. [I). The
com putationalschem e used to produce this spectral fuinc—
tion has been detailed elsewhere!® and is n agreem ent
with results from stateoftheart’ calculations on the
2D Hubbard model. Two features are relevant. First,
it possesses a depressed densiy of states at the chem i
cal potential for a wide range of m om enta. This lads
to a density of states w hich vanishes algebraically at the
chem ical potential, as is seen experin entally?®. Such a
dynam ically generated pseudogap which occurs w ithout
any symm etry breaking has been con med by all re—
cent num erical com putations on the the doped Hubbard
m odel2728:22:30  Hence, that =G (0;p) = 0 along som e
contour In m om entum space for a doped M ott insula-
tor is not In dispute neither theoretically nor experin en—
tally. W hat about <G (0;p)? As is clear from Eq. [@),
<G (0;p) = 0 ifalong som e contour in m om entum space,
the spectral weight changes from being predom inantly
below the chem ical potential to lying above. At half-
lling, the zero surface obtains entirely because m ost of
the spectralweight at ( ; ) lies above the chem ical po—
tential, whereasat (0;0), it iesbelow . A s isevident, this
trend still persists ©rx 1 asFig. [[l) attests. Hence,
R (k;0) still has the sam e sign structure as In the un-
doped case. Consequently, a zero surface m ust exist.

U tim ately, satisfying the zero condition, Eq. @), re—
quires spectralw eight to lie In m ediately above the chem —
icalpotential. Spectralw eight transfer’! acrosstheM ott
gap is the m ediator. The weight of the peak above the
chem ical potential scales as 2x + £ (x;&U )31 (strictly 2x
In the t-J m odel) while the weight below the chem ical
potential is detem ined by the 1ling, 1 x. W hether
or not the redistributed spectralweight is sym m etric or
not around the cheanm ical potential w ill determ ine how
severely the Lutinger volum e is violated. T here are only
two options as depicted in Fig. [2).

W eak violation of Luttinger volum e: In order to
satisfy Luttinger theorem , the surface of zeros has to be
close to the (0; ) ( ;0) lne (@ssum Ing that t’ issn all).
Consider a point on the zero line in the vicinity of (0; ).
A's is evident from Fig. [I) the spectral weight inm edi-
ately above (in the vicinity of the ( ;0) 0; ) Iline
is an all com pared w ith the spectralweight below and,
In order or <G to vanish, the chem ical potential has to
be positioned asym m etrically inside the pseudogap (see
panelA ofFig. [2).

Strong violation of Luttinger volum e: The other
possbility is that the Luttinger theorem is strongly vio—
lated and the surface of zeros is som ew here in the vicinity
of ( ; ). In that region, the spoectralweight ofthe lower
Hubbard band is greatly reduced as shown in Fig. [).
C onsequently, m ost of the spectralweight lies In the up—
per Hubbard band and a m ore sym m etrical distribution
around the chem icalpotential ispossble (see panelB In
Fig. ).
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FIG .1: Spectral function for a doped M ott nsulatorata 1
ingofn= 095 atT = 007t for a path In m om entum space
from (0;0) to ( ;0) to ( ; ) and then back to (0;0). Eq. [4)
m ust undergo a sign change by passing through zero because
at (0;0) m ost of the spectral weight lies below the chem ical
potential, whereas at ( ; ), i lies above. The tem perature
dependence of the density of states at the Fermm ilevelis shown
in the inset. That the spectral features are broad near the
chem ical potential is a direct consequence of the divergence
ofthe selfenergy at ! = 0 at the Luttinger surface. T he spec—
tral function was com puted using the two-site selfconsistent
m ethod of Stanescu and P hillipst® \C olor O nline"

lower Hubbard band
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FIG . 2: Schem atic depction of two possbilities for the dis—
trbution of spectral weight in the singleparticle density of
states, n (! ), In a lightly doped M ott insulator. In both cases,
the peak above the chem ical potential represents the low—
energy spectral weight. The weight of this peak increases
as least as fast as 2x, where x is the num ber of holes. A)
The Luttinger surface lies along the zone diagonal and the
transferred spectralweight m ust be asym etrically located rel-
ative to the chem ical potential to lead to a vanishing of <G .
B) The spectralweight redistribution is sym m etrical and the
Luttinger surface lies away from the zone diagonal, for exam —
pkeclossto (; ).

To decide between options A and B in Fig. [) we
appealto experim ents. T wo cbservations support option
A . First, the pseudogap is in fact asymm etrica®®. Sec—
ond, consider the recent photoem isison experin ents?’ in
w hich the tem perature dependence of the Ferm iarcshas
been m easured. Experim entally, lightly doped cuprates
possessFermm iarcs?® along the zone diagonalin the vicin-
ity of ( =2; =2). W hether the Fem i arcs represent a

nite T precursor ofa Fem isurface and hence quasipar-
ticles as clain ed by som €2 can be settled by tem perature-
dependent ARPE S experin ents in the pseudogap regin e.
K anige®’ et al. perform ed such tem perature-dependent
ARPES measurements on BLSnCaCu,0gy (Bi2212)
and conclided that the Fem iarc length shrinks to zero
as T=T , where T is the temperature at which the
pseudogap feature appears. Hence, the only rem nant
of the arc at T = 0, is a quasiparticle in the vicniy
of ( =2; =2). Consequently, K anigel, et al2’ argue or
a nodalmetal. That a nodalm etal or a quasiparticlke
band existing over a nite connected region in m om en—
tum space not extending to the zone boundary (@swould
bethecasein a T = 0 Fem iarc) cannot be understood
w ithout the existence of a surface of zeros can be seen
as follow s. A ssum e a quasiparticle exists at ( =2; =2).
Then <G (0;p) must change sign for all m om enta less
than or greaterthan ( =2; =2) asdepicted n Fig. [3C).
C onsider traversing a path through ( =2; =2) and then
retuming along a path that does not cross this point.
To end up w ith the correct sign or <G, the retum path
m ust Intersect a line acrosswhich <G (0;p) changes sign.
Since there are no In nitles, except at ( =2; =2), the
only option is for a zero line to exist. T he zero lnem ust
em anate from the ( =2; =2) point and touch the edges
of the Brillouin zone close to ( ;0) and ©O; ). A zero
surface tem inating close to ( ; ) is not an option as
this would pem it the existence of paths that traverse
the zone diagonalw ithout changing the sign of<G (0;p).
This would suggest that the zero surface in the doped
cuprates preserves the Lutinger volum e and option A in
Fig. [2) is m ore consistent w ith experin ent. As a con—
sequence, Fermm i arcs are direct evidence that zeros of
the single particle G reen function m ust be present in the
doped cuprates. In a recent paper, Stanescu and K otliar?
have argued based on num erics for such an interdepen-—
dence.

Iv. CONCLUDING REM ARKS

A s we have seen the experin ental utility of zeros of
the singleparticle G reen function is In their relevance
to ARPES. O ne of the hallm arks of the nom al state of
the cuprates is an absence?® of electron-like quasiparti-
cles. Q uasiparticles require a vanishing of the renom al-
ized band, E k) = )+ < ;! = 0); but because
< diverges along the surface of zeros, no quasiparticles
form and broad spectral features are nevitable as seen
in ARPES i the cuprates®. T he clearest experin ental
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FIG . 3: (Colr online) Evolution of the surface of zeros in

the rst quadrant ofthe FBZ.Yellow indicates<G > 0 whilke
blue <G < 0. The Hubbard m odel is constrained to have a
surface of zerosasn ! 1 whereas the t-J m odel is not. The
tw o options upon doping represent weak-coupling (la or c to
d) and strong-coupling (la to b). The transition from (@)
to (b) requires a critical point at n. whereas (d) does not.
indicating an insulating state forn > n. are
consistent w ith an abrupt transition from (@) to ().

signature that the surface of zeros exists is the recent
tem perature- dependent ARPE S experim ents that indi-
catethat theFem iarcsshrink toapointasT ! 0. Since
the surface clearly exists for the cuprates, the only out—

standing question is how does the surface of zeros evolve
as a function of doping. Various options are shown In
Fig. [B). An abrupt transition from a surface of zeros
to a Fem i surface would describe a transition from an
Insulator to a metal. Such a transition would require
a phase transition at x., the doping level at which the
pseudogap tem inates. A fematively, quasiparticles and
zeros could co-exist. W hile we have advocated the for-
m er scenario based on a calculation of the conductivity
which reveals that the pseudogap is an insulating gap3?,
a result consistent w ith experin ent2334 ulin ately, both
scenarios are possble, in principlk®®. The fom er cor-
regoonds to an nsulator (or nodalm etal) whereas the
latter describes a m etal. T he recent angle-resolved pho-—
toem isison experin ents?’ seem to indicate that the only
co-existence of quasiparticles and zeros occurs at a single
point indicating that a Fem isurface is possbl only for
som e doping level exceeding X as depicted in the upper
panels in Fig. [3).
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