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Single hole dynam ics in the K ondo N ecklace and B ilayer H eisenberg m odels on a

square lattice.

C. Br�unger and F.F. Assaad
Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik und Astrophysik,

Universit�at W �urzburg, Am Hubland, D-97074 W �urzburg, G erm any

W e study single hole dynam ics in the bilayer Heisenberg and K ondo Necklace m odels. Those

m odels exhibita m agnetic order-disorderquantum phase transition as a function ofthe interlayer

coupling J? .Atstrong coupling in thedisordered phase,both m odelshavea single-hole dispersion

relation with band m axim um atppp = (�;�) and an e�ective m ass at thisppp� point which scales as

the hopping m atrix elem ent t. In the K ondo Necklace m odel,we show that the e�ective m ass at

ppp = (�;�)rem ains�niteforallconsidered valuesofJ ? such thatthestrong coupling featuresofthe

dispersion relation areapparentdown toweak coupling.In contrast,in thebilayerHeisenbergm odel,

thee�ectivem assdivergesata �nitevalueofJ ? .Thisdivergenceofthee�ectivem assisunrelated

to the m agnetic quantum phase transition and atweak coupling the dispersion relation m apsonto

thatofa single hole doped in a planarantiferrom agnetwith band m axim um atppp = (�=2;�=2).W e

equally study thebehaviorofthequasiparticleresiduein thevicinity ofthem agneticquantum phase

transition both for a m obile and static hole. In contrast to analyticalapproaches,our num erical

results do not unam biguously support the fact that the quasiparticle residue of the static hole

vanishes in the vicinity ofthe criticalpoint. The above results are obtained with a generalized

version ofthe loop algorithm to include single hole dynam icson lattice sizesup to 20� 20.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.10.-w,71.10.Fd

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The m odeling ofheavy ferm ion system s is based on an

array oflocalized spin degreesoffreedom coupled anti-

ferrom agnetically to conduction electrons. Those m od-

elsshow com peting interactionswhich lead to m agnetic

quantum phase transitions as a function ofthe antifer-

rom agnetic exchange interaction J. K ondo screening of

thelocalized spins,dom inantatlargeJ,favorsa param -

agnetic heavy ferm ion ground state,where the localized

spins participate in the Luttinger volum e. In contrast,

the RK K Y interaction favors m agnetic ordering and is

dom inantatsm allvaluesofJ. There hasrecently been

renewed interestconcerningtheunderstandingthisquan-

tum phase transition. In particular,recentHallexperi-

m ents [1]suggestthe interpretation thatin the vicinity

ofthequantum phasetransition thelocalized spinsdrop

outofthe Luttinger volum e. Starting from the param -

agneticphase,thistransition from a largeto sm allFerm i

surface should coincide with a e�ective m assdivergence

ofthe heavy ferm ion band.

M otivated by the above,we considerherea very sim pli-

�ed situation nam ely thatofa doped hole in the K ondo

insulating state as realized by the K ondo necklace and

related m odels. Although this isnotofdirectrelevance

forthestudy oftheFerm isurface,itdoesallow usto in-

vestigatetheform ofthequasiparticledispersion relation

from strongtoweakcouplingforavarietyofm odels.O ur

aim here istwo fold.O n one hand we addressthe ques-

tion ofthedivergenceofthee�ective m assasa function

ofcoupling fordi�erentm odels,and on the otherhand

thefateofthequasiparticleresiduein thevicinity ofthe

quantum phasetransition.

The K LM em erges from the periodic Anderson m odel

(PAM ),where we have localized orbitals(LO )with on-

siteHubbard interaction Uf and extended orbitals(EO ),

which form a conduction band with dispersion "(ppp) =

� 2t(cospx + cospy). The overlap between the LO sand

the EO s within each unit cellis described by the hy-

bridization m atrix elem entV . Forlarge Uf charge uc-

tuationson thelocalized orbitalsbecom esnegligibleand

the PAM m aps via the Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation

onto the K LM [2,3]:

Ĥ K LM =
X

ppp;�

"(ppp)̂cyppp� ĉppp� + J
X

i

ŜSS
c

iiiŜSS
f

iii : (1)

Here ŜSS
c

iii and ŜSS
f

iii are spin 1=2 operatorsforthe extended

orbitals and the localized orbitals respectively. In the

�rst term ,which represents the hopping processes,the

ferm ionic operators ĉ
y
ppp� (̂cppp� ) create (annihilate) elec-

trons in the conduction band with wave vector ppp and

z-com ponent of spin �. At half-�lling { one conduc-

tion electron per localized spin { the two-dim ensional

K LM isan insulatorand showsam agneticorder-disorder

quantum phase transition at a criticalvalue ofJc=t =

1:45� 0:05 [4].

By taking into accountan additionalCoulom b repulsion

U between electronswithin theconduction band,oneob-

tainsa m odi�cation ofthe K LM ,the U K LM :

Ĥ U K LM =
X

ppp;�

"(ppp)̂cyppp� ĉppp� + J
X

i

ŜSS
c

iiiŜSS
f

iii

+ U
X

iii

�
n̂iii" �

1

2

��
n̂iii# �

1

2

�
: (2)

Here, n̂iii� = ĉ
y

iii�
ĉiii� is the density operator for electrons

with spin � in the conduction band. The additional
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FIG .1: (a) Isotropic bilayer Heisenberg m odel. (b) K ondo

Necklace m odel,thatisrelated to the U K LM .In both cases

the system dim erizes for large J? ,so that the AF ordering

breaksdown.

Coulom b repulsion displacesthe quantum criticalpoint

towardssm aller value ofJc=t. Howeverthe physics,in

particular the single hole dynam ics,rem ains unchange

[5]. This allows us to take the lim it U=t! 1 to m ap

the UK LM onto a K ondo necklace m odel(K NM )which

wewrite as:

Ĥ = J?

X

iii

ŜSS
(1)

iii ŜSS
(2)

iii +
X

hiiijjji

X

m

J
(m )

k
ŜSS
(m )

iii ŜSS
(m )

jjj : (3)

Here ŜSS
(m )

iii is a spin 1=2 operator,which acts on a spin

degreeoffreedom atsiteiii.J
(m )

k
standsfortheintralayer

exchange and the upper index m = 1;2 labels the two

di�erent layers. The interlayer exchange,form erly the

AF coupling J between LO sand EO s,isnow character-

ized by J? . Clearly,since we have m otivated the K NM

from a strong coupling lim it ofthe UK LM ,we have to

set:

J
(1)

k
� Jk J

(2)

k
= 0 forthe K NM . (4)

Theabovem odelsallhavein com m on thattheonlyinter-

action between thelocalized spinsstem sfrom theRK K Y

interaction.Thisin turn leadsto thefactthatatJ = 0

for the K LM and UK LM or J? = 0 for the K NM the

ground state is m acroscopically degenerate. To lift the

pathology we�nally considera BilayerHeisenberg M odel

(BHM ) in which an independent exchange between the

localized spinsisexplicitly included in the Ham iltonian.

Hence we willequally consideran Isotropic BHM which

takesthe form ofEq.(3)with:

J
(1)

k
= J

(2)

k
� Jk forthe isotropicBHM . (5)

Both the K NM and BHM system sare sketched in FIG .

1.

The m ain resultsand organization ofthe paper are the

following. In section IIwe give a shortoverview ofthe

quantum M onteCarlo (Q M C)m ethod.W e use a gener-

alization ofthe loop algorithm which allowsforthe cal-

culation ofthe im aginary tim e G reen’s function ofthe

doped hole [6]. Dynam icalinform ation isobtained with

a stochastic M axim um Entropy m ethod [7, 8]. In the

�rst part of section III we present our results for the

spin dynam ics. This includes the determ ination ofthe

quantum criticalpointforthe isotropic BHM aswellas

the K ondo Necklace m odel(K NM ) by Q M C m ethods.

In the second part ofthat section we analyze the sin-

gle particle spectralfunction. It turns out,that there

are signi�cant di�erences between the m odels. W e can

identify two classesofm odels:In theisotropicBHM the

dispersion iscontinously deform ed with decreasing inter-

planarcoupling J? =Jk resulting in a displacem entofthe

m axim um from ppp = (�;�)toppp = (�
2
;�
2
).In otherwords,

the e�ective m ass { as de�ned by the inverse curvature

ofthequasiparticledispersion relation { atppp= (�;�)di-

vergesata �nite value ofthe interplanarcoupling.This

divergenceofthee�ectivem assisnotrelated tothem ag-

netic order-disordertransition.In contrast,in the K LM

related m odels,UK LM and K NM ,the m axim um ofthe

quasiparticle dispersion relation is pinned atppp = (�;�)

irrespective ofthe value ofthe interplanarcoupling. In

those m odelsthe e�ective m assatppp = (�;�)growsasa

function ofdecreasing interplanarcoupling,butrem ains

�nite.

In section IV weturn to theanalysisofthequasiparticle

residue (Q PR)acrossthe quantum phase transition.To

gain intuition,we�rstcarry outan approxim atecalcula-

tion in the linesofRef.[9].The physicsofthe spin sys-

tem m aybesolved in thefram eworkofabond m ean-�eld

calculation. Here,the disordered phase is described in

term sofa condensateofsingletsbetween theplanesand

gaped spin 1 excitations(m agnons).Atthecriticalpoint

the m agnonscondense atthe AF wave vectorthusgen-

erating the static antiferrom agnetic order. W ithin this

fram ework one can com pute the coupling ofthe m obile

hole with the m agnetic uctuations and study the hole

dynam ics within a self-consistent Born approxim ation.

The resultofthe calculation showsthatthe quasiparti-

cleweightatwavevectorson them agneticBrillouin zone

[�(ppp)= �(ppp+ QQQ )with QQQ = (�;�)]vanish asthe square

root ofthe spin gap. In contrast the Q M C determ ina-

tion ofthequasiparticleresidueon latticesup to 20� 20

for static and dynam icalholes does not unam biguously

supportthispointofview.

II. N U M ER IC A L M ET H O D S

W e use the world line Q M C m ethod with loop updates

[10]to investigatethephysicsoftheBHM and K NM .To

investigatethespin dynam icswecom pute both the spin

sti�ness as wellas the dynam icalspin structure factor.

O uranalysisofthe singlehole dynam icsisbased on the
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calculation oftheim aginary tim eG reen’sfunction.Ana-

lyticalcontinuation with theuseofthestochasticM axent

M ethod providesthespectralfunction and thequasipar-

ticleresidueisextracted from theasym ptoticbehaviorof

the im aginary tim e G reen’sfunction. Below,we discuss

in m oredetailsthe calculation ofeach observables.

Spin Sti�ness

To probeforlong-ranged m agneticorderweintroduce a

continuous twist in spin space which,when cum ulated

along the length L along (e.g.) the x-axis,am ountsto a

twistofangle� around a certain spin axiseee.Thism eans

thusthe boundary conditionsread:ŜSSiii+ Leeex = R [eee;�]ŜSSiii,

where R [eee;�]is a m atrix describing an SO (3) rotation

around the axiseee by the angle �. The spin sti�ness is

then de�ned as

�s = �
1

Ld� 2

1

�

@2

@�2
lnZ(�)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

(6)

with � asinversetem perature,L asthelinearsizeofthe

system ,d the dim ensionality and Z(�)the twistdepen-

dent partition function. In the presence oflong-range

order�s takesa �nite valueand in a disordered phaseit

vanishes.

W ithin the world-line algorithm ,the spin sti�nessisre-

lated to the winding num ber W x ofthe world line con-

�gurations along the axis ofcum ulatively twisted spins

(e.g.x-axis).In particular,in the lim it�� ! 0 ittakes

the sim ple form

�s =
1

Ld

1

�
W 2

x: (7)

Spin Correlations

W ithin the Q M C it is easy to obtain the spin correla-

tions hSziii(�)S
z
jjj(0)i in realspace and im aginary tim e �,

wherethe im aginary tim e evolution ofthe spin operator

readsSzqqq(�)= e�Ĥ Szqqqe
� �Ĥ .Itsrepresentation in m om en-

tum spaceisrelated to thedynam icalspin susceptibility

S(qqq;!)via:

hSzqqq(�)S
z
� qqq(0)i=

1

�

Z

d!e
� � !

S(qqq;!): (8)

ByusingtheStochasticM axim um Entropy(M E)m ethod

[7]we can extractthe dynam icalspin susceptibility.For

large� thespin correlation function isdom inated by the

lowestexcitation:

lim
� ! 1

hSzqqq(�)S
z
� qqq(0)i/ e

� 
 (qqq)� (9)

where 
(qqq)standsform om entum dependentgap to the

�rstspin excitation. Thus,we obtain the gap energy �

from the asym ptotic behavior ofthe spin correlations:

� � m in[
(qqq)].

The G reen’s Function

To incorporate the dynam ics of a single hole into the

K NM and BHM ,weconsiderthe tJ-m odel

Ĥ tJ = PS

h

�
X

hiiijjji;�

tiiijjj(̂c
y

iii�
ĉjjj� + ĉ

y

jjj�
ĉiii�)

+
X

hiiijjji

Jiiijjj
�
ŜSSiiiŜSSjjj �

1

4
n̂iiin̂jjj

	i

PS (10)

which describesthem oregeneralcaseofarbitrary �lling.

Here,iiiand jjj denotelatticesitesofthebilayerBHM ,tiiijjj

the hopping am plitude,Jiiijjj the exchange, n̂jjj = ĉ
y

iii�
ĉiii�,

and the sum s run over nearest inter- and intraplane

neighbors. Finally PS isa projection operatoronto the

subspaceS with no doubleoccupation.W eapply a m ap-

ping,introduced by Angelucci[11],which separatesthe

spin degreeoffreedom and the occupation num ber.

j"i �! j1;*i ĉiii" �! �̂
z;+

iii
f̂
y

iii
� �̂

z;�

iii
f̂iii

j#i �! j1;+i ĉ
y

iii"
�! �̂

z;+

iii
f̂iii� �̂

z;�

iii
f̂
y

iii

j0i �! j0;*i ĉiii# �! (f̂iii+ f̂
y

iii
)̂�

+

iii

j"#i �! j0;+i ĉ
y

iii#
�! �̂

�
iii
(f̂

y

iii
+ f̂iii)

(11)

f̂
y

iii
and f̂iii arespinlessferm ion operatorswhich acton the

charge degree offreedom and create (annihilate) a hole

atsitei:f̂
y

iii
j1;�i= j0;�i,�̂�

iii
areladderoperatorsforthe

spin degreeoffreedom and �̂
z;�

iii
= 1

2
(1� �̂z

iii
)areprojector

operatorsacting on the spin degree offreedom . W ithin

thisbasethe Ham ilton ofthe tJ-m odel(10)writes:

~H tJ = ~PS

hX

hiiijjji

tiiijjj
�
f̂
y

jjj
f̂iii~Piiijjj + h:c:

�

+
1

2

X

hiiijjji

Jiiijjj(~Piiijjj � 1)~� iiijjj

i
~PS (12)

where ~Piiijjj = 1

2
(̂~�iii~̂�jjj + 1) and ~� iiijjj = 1 � f̂

y

iii
f̂iii � f̂

y

j f̂jjj

~PS =
Q

iii

�
1� f̂

y

iii
f̂iii�̂

�

iii
�̂
+

iii

�
isa projection operatorin An-

geluccirepresentation which projects into the subspace

S. This representation (12) has two im portant advan-

tageswhich facilitatenum ericalsim ulations:(i)Because

theHam iltonian com m uteswith theprojection operator:

[~H tJ;~PS]= 0,the bare Ham iltonian (~H tJ without pro-

jections) generates only states of subspace S provided

thattheinitialstateisin therelevantsubspace.(ii)The

Ham iltonian isbilinearin thespinlessferm ion operators.

W ithin theAngeluccirepresentationtheG reen’sfunction

reads:

G jjjiii(�)= ĥ�
z;+

jjj
(� )̂fjjj(� )̂�

z;+

iii
(0)f̂

y

iii
(0)i: (13)

The tim e evolution in im aginary tim e is given by:

�̂
z;+

jjj
(� )̂fjjj(�)= e�

~H tJ �̂
z;+

jjj
f̂jjje

� � ~H tJ . The authorsofRef.

[6]show in details how to im plem ent the G reen’s func-

tion into the world line algorithm ofour Q M C sim ula-

tion.Thespin dynam icsissim ulated with theloop algo-

rithm .Foreach �xed spin con�guration,onecan readily
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com pute the G reen’s function since the Ham iltonian is

bilinearin the spinlessferm ion operators f̂.

From theG reen’sfunction G ppp(�)wecan extractthesin-

gleparticlespectralfunction A(ppp;!)with theStochastic

M axim um Entropy:

G ppp(�)=
1

�

Z 1

0

d!e
� � !

A(ppp;� !): (14)

In the T = 0 lim it the asym ptotic form ofthe G reen’s

function reads:

G ppp(�)= jh 
N � 1
0

ĵcpppj 
N
0 ij

2
e
� �� (15)

where� isthechem icalpotential.Asapparent,thepref-

actor,

Zppp = jh N � 1
0

ĵcpppj 
N
0 ij

2
; (16)

isnothing butthe quasiparticleresidue.Hence from the

asym ptotic form ofthe single particle G reen’sfunction,

wecan read o� the quasiparticleresidue.

III. SP IN A N D H O LE D Y N A M IC S

In thissection wepresentourresultsforthespin dynam -

icsaswellasforthespectralfunction ofa doped m obile

hole.

A . Spin D ynam ics

Allconsidered m odels,K LM ,U K LM ,K NM and BHM ,

show a quantum phase transition between an antiferro-

m agnetic ordered phase and a disordered phase. It is

believed,thatallm odelsbelong to thesam euniversality

class. To dem onstrate thisgeneric property and to test

ournum ericalm ethod wedeterm inethequantum critical

pointaswellascriticalexponentsin the isotropic BHM

and K NM .Fig. 2a plotsthe spin sti�nessforthe K NM

as a function oflattice size. The extrapolated data is

plotted in Fig.2b.W e �tthe data to the form :

�s /

h�
J?

Jk

�

c

�

�
J?

Jk

�i�
(17)

to obtain (J? =Jk)c = 1:360� 0:017 and a criticalexpo-

nentof� = 0:582� 0:077,which agrees(within theerror

bars) with the value ofRef. [12]: � = 0:685 � 0:035.

Sim ilar data for the BHM localizes the quantum criti-

calpointat(J? =Jk)c = 2:5121� 0:0044,which conform s

roughly the literature value (J? =Jk)
lit
c = 2:525� 0:002

ofRef. [13]. For the criticalexponent we obtain � =

0:7357 � 0:044. Again this is in good agreem ent with

the criticalexponentspeci�ed in Refs.[12].In Ref.[14]

theBHM and theK NM areobserved by dim erseriesex-

pansions. W ithin this fram ework our num ericalresults

are reected quite well. FIG .3 plotthe dynam icalspin

J⊥/J‖ = 1.5
J⊥/J‖ = 1.4
J⊥/J‖ = 1.3
J⊥/J‖ = 1.2
J⊥/J‖ = 1.1
J⊥/J‖ = 1.0
J⊥/J‖ = 0.9(a)

1/L

ρ
s

0.30.250.20.150.10.050

0.3

0.25

0.2

0.15

0.1

0.05

0

fit(b)

J⊥/J‖

ρ
s

1.71.61.51.41.31.21.110.90.8

0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0

FIG .2:(a)Spin sti�ness�s asa function oflinearlatticesize

L fordi�erentinterplanarcouplingsJ? =Jk in theK N m odel.

Extrapolation to the therm odynam ic lim it is carried out by

�tting to theform a+ b=L (b)Extrapolated valueofthespin

sti�nessasa function ofJ? =Jk.The dashesline corresponds

to the �taccording to the form ofEq.(17).

structure factorasa function ofJ? =Jk forthe BHM .In

the deeply disordered phase the dispersion hasa cosine-

like shape. In the lim itJ? ! 1 the ground state wave

function isa tensorproductofsingletsin each unitcell.

Starting from thisstate,a m agnon correspondsto break-

ing a singletto form a triplet.In �rstorderperturbation

theory in J? =Jk,the m agnon acquiresa dispersion rela-

tion:


(qqq)� J? + 1

2
Jk(qqq) (18)

with (qqq) = 2(cos(qx)+ cos(qy)). This approxim ative

approach isroughly consistentwith the large-J? casein

Fig.3a.Asasfunction ofdecreasingcouplingJ? thespin

gap progressively closes (see Fig. 4) and atthe critical

coupling them agnonsatqqq= (�;�)condenseto form the

antiferrom agneticorder.Thisphysicsiscaptured by the

bond m ean �eld approxim ation which wediscussbelow.

Bond O perator M ean Field Approach

The bond m ean �eld approach [15]isa strong coupling

approxim ation in J? . The spins between layers dom i-

nantly form singletsand the density oftripletsis"low".

Thisassum ption allowsone to neglecttriplet-tripletin-

teraction. The bond operator representation describes
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(c) J⊥/J‖ = 2.5

ω

10
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6

4

2

0

qqq

FIG .3: D ynam icalspin susceptibility,respectively m agnon

dispersion for di�erent coupling ratios on a 12 � 12 square

lattice.

thesystem in a baseofpairsofcoupled spins,which can

eitherbe in a singletortripletstate.

jsiiii = ŝ
y

iii
j0iiii =

1
p
2
(j"#iiii� j#"iiii)

jtxiiii = t̂
y

iiix
j0iiii =

� 1
p
2
(j""iiii� j##iiii)

jtyiiii = t̂
y

iiiy
j0iiii =

i
p
2
(j""iiii+ j##iiii)

jtziiii = t̂
y

iiiz
j0iiii =

1
p
2
(j"#iiii+ j#"iiii) (19)

The operators t̂y and ŝy satisfy Bose com m utation rules

provided thatwe im posethe constraint

ŝ
y

iii
ŝiii+

X

�

t̂
y

iii�
t̂iii� = 1 : (20)

Since the originalspin 1/2 degreesoffreedom reads,

Ŝ
(1;2)

iii�
= 1

2
(� ŝ

y

iii
t̂iii� � t̂

y

iii�
ŝiii� i

X

�

��� t̂
y

iii�
t̂iii); (21)

theHam iltonian (3)can berewritten in thebond opera-

torrepresentation as:

~H = J?

X

iii

�
� 3

4
ŝ
y

iii
ŝiii+

1

4

X

�

t̂
y

iii�
t̂iii�

�

�
X

iii

�iii
�
ŝ
y

iii
ŝiii+

X

�

t̂
y

iii�
t̂iii� � 1

�

+
Jk

2

X

hiiijjji

X

�

�
ŝ
y

iii
ŝ
y

jjj
t̂iii� t̂jjj� + ŝ

y

iii
ŝjjjt̂iii� t̂

y

jjj�
+ h:c:

�

+
Jk

2

X

�;�;

(̂t
y

iii�
t̂iiit̂

y

jjj�
t̂jjj � t̂

y

iii�
t̂iiit̂

y

jjj
t̂jjj�):

�iii is a Lagrange param eter which enforces locally the

constraint(20). The interplanarpartshowsthe charac-

teristicHam iltonian oftwoantiferrom agneticallycoupled

spinswhereasthe intraplanarpartincludesthe interac-

tion between singletsand tripletsofdi�erentbonds.W e

now follow the standard m ethod ofSachdev and Bhatt

[15]. In the disordered phase we expect a singlet con-

densate(�s= hsi6= 0)and im pose the constraintonly on

average(�iii = �).Asm entioned aboveweneglecttriplet-

tripletinteractions.Apartfrom a constantweobtain the

following m ean �eld Ham iltonian in m om entum space:

Ĥ M F A =
X

�

X

qqq

Aqqqt̂
y
qqq� t̂qqq�

+
X

�

X

qqq

Bqqq

2
(̂tyqqq� t̂

y

� qqq� + h:c:); (22)

where

Aqqq =
J?

4
� � + Jk�s

2
�
cos(qx)+ cos(qy)

�
(23)

Bqqq = Jk�s
2
�
cos(qx)+ cos(qy)

�
: (24)

The param eter � and �s = hsi are determ ined by

the saddle-point equations: h@Ĥ M F A =@�i = 0 and

h@Ĥ M F A =@�si= 0. The Ham iltonian is diagonalized by

a Bogoliubov transform ation: �̂
y
qqq� = uqqqt̂

y
qqq� � vqqqt̂� qqq�. In

term sofm agnon creation and annihilation operatorsthe

M ean �eld Ham iltonian (22)writes:

Ĥ M F A =
X

qqq

X

�


(qqq)̂�yqqq� �̂qqq� : (25)

TheBogoliubov coe�cientsu qqq and vqqq satisfy therelation

u2qqq� v2qqq = 1,which followsfrom thebosonicnatureofthe

m agnons:[̂�qqq;�̂
y

qqq0
]= �qqqqqq0.Thecoe�cientsaregiven by

uqqq;vqqq =

s

Aqqq

2
(qqq)
�
1

2
; (26)

where 
(qqq) =

q

A 2
qqq � B 2

qqq is the m agnon dispersion. In

the vicinity ofthe criticalpointitcan be approxim ated

by


(qqq)=
p
� 2 + v2s(qqq� QQQ )2 (27)



6

(a)

τJ‖

〈S
z (π

,π
)(

τ
)S

z (π
,π

)
(0

)〉

876543210

100

10

1

0.1

L = 20

L = 16

L = 12

(b)

J⊥/J‖

∆
/
J
‖

43.532.52

2

1.5

1

0.5

0

FIG .4: (a) Spin correlation function (J? =Jk = 2:7) atppp =

(�;�)fora 12� 12 lattice in theBHM .(Inversetem perature

�Jk = 30:0,��J k = 0:02) (b) Spin gap � atppp = (�;�) for

di�erentcoupling ratiosJ? =Jk.Thedata fora 12� 12 lattice

is �tted by � / (g� g c)
� z�

with g = J? =Jk and literature

valuesgc = 2:525� 0:002 [13]and z = 1 [12]

with � the energy gap to m agnon excitations, v s the

m agnon velocity and QQQ = (�;�).Eq.(27)givesan accu-

ratedescription ofthe dispersion relation in the vicinity

ofthe criticalpoint(see FIG .3c). Atthe criticalpoint

thegap �vanishes,sothatthetripletscan condensethus

form ing the AF static ordering.

B . H ole dynam ics

W e now dope oursystem swith a singlem obile hole and

restrict its m otion to one layer thereby staying in the

spiritofK ondo lattice m odels. To understand the cou-

plingoftheholetom agneticuctuationswithin them ag-

netic disordered phase we can extend the previously de-

scribed bond m ean-�eld approxim ation (SeeEq.(25))to

accountfor the hole m otion. For this we introduce the

operator ĥ
y

iii�
(̂hiii�),that creates (anhilates) a hole with

spin � in layer1 atsiteiii.

ĥ
y

iii�
jvaci = j0�iiii (28)

j�1�2iiii denotes a dim er state at site iii with spin �1 in

layer 1 and spin �2 in layer 2. The Ham iltonian now

writes[16]:

Ĥ =
X

qqq


(qqq)̂���
y
qqq�̂��qqq +

X

ppp

"(ppp)̂hypppĥppp (29)

+
X

ppp;qqq

g(ppp;qqq)���qqq �
�
ĥ
y

ppp+ qqq���ĥppp
�
+ h.c.

with spinor ĥppp = (̂hppp";̂hppp#) and vector �̂��qqq =

(̂�qqqx;�̂qqqy;�̂qqqz). ��� = (�1;�2;�3) denotes the Paulim a-

trices. The coupling strength between the hole and

m agnons is given by g(ppp;qqq). W e discuss g(ppp;qqq) in de-

taillaterin section IV.Forthe bare hole dispersion the

calculation yields

"(ppp)= + t�s2
�
cos(px)+ cos(py)

�
: (30)

In the lim it J? ! 1 the m agnon excitation energy

diverges (see Eq. (18)) and hence the coupling ofthe

hole to m agnetic excitationsbecom esnegligible. In this

lim itthem agnon excitationsbecom equiterare,so that:

�s � hsi � 1. Thus,in the strong coupling region we

obtain from (29)a holedispersion relation:

E (ppp)= t
�
cos(px)+ cos(py)

�
: (31)

Thisagreeswith the resultgiven by applying perturba-

tion theory in t=J? [3].

As apparent from Figs. 5 and 6 this strong coupling

behavioris reproduced by the M onte Carlo sim ulations

where the dispersion exhibits a cosine form with m axi-

m um atppp = (�;�). The form ofthisdispersion relation

directly reects the singlet form ation { in other words

K ondo screening { between spin degrees offreedom on

di�erent layers. W e note that this strong coupling be-

haviorofthe dispersion relation setsin atlargervalues

ofJ? =Jk forthe BHM than forthe K NM .Thisisquite

reasonablesincein theBHM thesinglebondsarecoupled

am ong each otherwithin both layers.

W ith decreasing coupling ratio the bandwidth of the

quasiparticledispersion relation dim inishesbuttheover-

allfeaturesofthe strong coupling rem ain.

In theweak couplinglim itweobserveconsiderabledi�er-

encesbetween the single particle spectrum ofthe BHM

and K NM .Let us start with the BHM .For this m odel

the point J? =Jk = 0 is wellde�ned (i.e. the ground is

non-degenerateon any �nite lattice)and correspondsto

two independent Heisenberg planes with m obile hole in

theupperplane.Theproblem ofthesingleholein a two

dim ensionalHeisenberg m odelhasbeen addressed in the

fram eworkoftheself-consistentBornapproxim ation[17],

and yieldsa dispersion relation given by:

E (ppp)= Jk (cos(p)x + cos(py))
2
: (32)

Since atJ? =Jk = 0 we have a wellde�ned ground state

we can expect that turning on a sm allvalue ofJ? =Jk
willnot alter the single hole dispersion relation. This

point ofview is con�rm ed in Fig. 5. At J? =Jk = 1,

the single hole dispersion relation follows ofEq. (32).
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(a)J? =Jk = 10:0

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

(b)J? =Jk = 2:4

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

(c)J? =Jk = 2:0

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

(d)J? =Jk = 1:0

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)
!=Jk

FIG .5: Spectrum s ofa m obile hole for a 12 � 12 lattice in

theBHM .Thesm alldashed linesin (a)tag thedispersion of

a free particle;in (d) they outline a dispersion ofthe form :

E (ppp)= Jk (cos(p)x + cos(py))
2
.

Hence and as con�rm ed by Fig. 5 the dispersion rela-

tion ofa single hole in the BHM continuously deform s

from the strong coupling form ofEq. (31) to that ofa

doped hole in a planar antiferrom agnet(see Eq. (32)).

Hence asa function ofJ? =Jk there isa pointwhere the

e�ectivem ass(asde�ned by theinversecurvatureofthe

dispersion relation)atppp = (�;�)diverges.Upon inspec-

tion ofthe data (see Fig. 5),the pointofdivergence of

the e�ective m ass is not related to the m agnetic quan-

tum phase transition and since it occurs slightly below�
J? =Jk

�

c
.Thiscrossoverbetween adispersion with m in-

im um atppp = (�;�)and m inim um atppp = (�=2;�=2)with

a crossover point lying inside the AF ordered phase is

also docum ented in Ref.[16].

The above argum ent can not be applied to the K NM ,

sincethe J? =Jk = 0 pointism acroscopically degenerate

and henceisnota good starting pointto understand the

weak-coupling physics. Clearly the sam e holds for the

K LM and UK LM .Inspection ofthe spectraldata deep

in theordered phaseoftheK NM (seeFig.6c)showsthat

them axim um ofthedispersion relation isstillpinned at

ppp = (�;�) such that the strong coupling features stem -

m ing from K ondo screening isstillpresentatweak cou-

plings.Forthe K NM and up to the lowestcouplingswe

haveconsidered thee�ectivem assatppp = (�;�)increases

as a function ofdecreasing coupling strength but does

notseem to diverge at�nite valuesofJ? =Jk. Precisely

the sam e conclusion is reached in the fram ework ofthe

K LM [4]and UK LM [5].

IV . Q U A SI PA R T IC LE R ESID U E

In thissection weturn outattention to thedelicateissue

ofthequasiparticleresiduein thevicinityofthem agnetic

quantum phasetransition.W e�rstaddressthisquestion

within thefram ework ofthethem ean-�eld m odelofEq.

(29) and com pute the single particle G reen’s function

within thefram ework oftheself-consistentBorn approx-

im ation. In a second step,we attem ptto determ ine the

quasiparticleresiduedirectly from theM onteCarlodata.

A . A nalyticalA pproach

Here we restrict our analysis to the BHM .and return

to the Ham iltonian (29).Thecoupling between the hole

and m agnonsg(ppp;qqq)reads:

g(ppp;qqq)= ga(ppp;qqq)+ gb(ppp;qqq):

W eidentifythetwocouplingconstantswith theprocesses

thatare shown in Fig. 7:ga(ppp;qqq)isproportionalto the

hoppingm atrix elem entand hencedescribesthecoupling

ofam obileholetom agneticbackground,whereasgb(ppp;qqq)

is proportionalto J
(2)

k
and describes the coupling ofa

holeatrestwith them agnons.O urcalculationsgivethe
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(a)J? =Jk = 4:0

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

(b)J? =Jk = 2:0

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)

(c)J? =Jk = 0:5

210-1-2-3-4-5-6

(π, π)

(0, 0)

(0, π)

(π, π)
!=Jk

FIG .6: Spectrum of the K NM for a 12 � 12 lattice. The

dashed linestag the dispersion ofa free particle.

following m om entum dependentcoupling strengths:

ga(ppp;qqq) = �
t�s
p
N

�
(ppp+ qqq)u(qqq)+ (ppp)v(qqq)

�
(33)

gb(ppp;qqq) = �
J
(2)

k
�s

8
p
N
(qqq)

�
u(qqq)+ v(qqq)

�
(34)

where (qqq) = 2
�
cos(qx)+ cos(qy)

�
. W e concentrate on

the coupling to criticalm agnetic uctuationsand hence

set qqq = QQQ and place ourselves in the proxim ity ofthe

quantum phase transition, on the disordered side. In

this case 
(QQQ ) ! 0 and the coherence factors (see Eq.

(26))areboth proportionalto
(qqq)�
1

2 .Sincefurtherm ore

(ppp + QQQ ) = � (ppp) one arrives at the conclusion that

�
�
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t

FIG .7:Two possible processeswhere the hole can couple to

m agnons: (a) The hole m oves to a next neighbor. (b) The

hole isatrest.

ga(ppp;QQQ ) vanishes at the criticalpoint. There is hence

no coupling via process (a) to criticaluctuations. In

otherwordsprocess(a)couplesonly to shortrangespin

uctuations. O n the other hand in the vicinity ofthe

criticalpoint gb scales as gb(ppp;qqq) / 
(qqq)�
1

2 so that we

can only retain thisterm to understand the coupling to

criticaluctuations.Sum m arizing we set:

g(ppp;qqq)! gb(qqq)/
1

p

(qqq)

; (35)

for the subsequentcalculations. It is intriguing to note

that in this sim ple approxim ation gb(qqq) scales as J
(2)

k
,

which is strictly speaking nullin the K NM .However,

such a coupling should be dynam ically generated via an

RK K Y-typeinteraction.

W ith theabovecouplethe�rstorderselfenergy diagram

forwavevectorssatisfying �(ppp)= �(ppp+ QQQ )showsa loga-

rithm ic divergence asa function ofthe spin gap. Hence

we have to sum up alldiagram s. W e do so in the non-

crossing orself-consistentBorn approxim ation which in

the T = 0 lim it boils down to the following set ofself-

consistentequations.

�(ppp;!) =
1

N

X

qqq

g
2(ppp;qqq)G (ppp� qqq;! � 
(qqq))

G (ppp;!) =
1

! � "(ppp)� �(ppp;!)
(36)

Here we use a m agnon dispersion relation ofthe form


(qqq)=
p
� 2 + v2s (1+ (qqq)=4)with (qqq)= 2

�
cos(qx)+

cos(qy)
�
,which agreesin the lim itqqq ! QQQ = (�;�)with

the form ofEq. (27). Iterating the G reen’sfunction up

to the15th orderto ensureconvergence,wecalculatethe

spectrum ,�(ppp;!)= 1

�
Im [G (ppp;!)]viatheim aginarypart

ofthe G reen’s function and com pute the quasi-particle

residue(Q PR)atthe �rstpole ofthe spectrum .

Z (ppp)=

�
�
�1�

@

@!
�0(ppp;!)

�
�
�
� 1

!= !i

(37)

Figure 8 showsthe Q PR forppp = (�;�)asa function of

linearlength L ofthesquarelatticefordi�erentvaluesof

the spin gap �.The large-L lim itisindicated by a line.

Figure 9 plots the quasiparticle weight as a function of

thespin gap forholem om enta ppp= (�
2
;�
2
);(0;�);(�;�).

Forholem om enta satisfying �(ppp)= �(ppp+ QQQ )(ppp= (�
2
;�
2
)

and ppp = (0;�) ) there is no energy denom inator pro-

hibiting thelogarithm icdivergenceofthe�rstorderself-

energy and theQ PR showsan obviousdecreaserightup
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∆/J‖ = 0.60
∆/J‖ = 0.22
∆/J‖ = 0.06

1/L

Z

0.10.080.060.040.020

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

FIG .8: SelfconsistentBorn approxim ation:Q PR asa func-

tion oflinear lattice size,L,for di�erent spin gap energies,

�.

(π/2, π/2)
(π, 0)
(π, π)

(a)

∆/J‖

Z

21.510.50

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

(π/2, π/2)
(π, 0)
(π, π)

(b)

∆/J‖

Z

1010.10.01

1

0.1

0.01

FIG .9: Selfconsistent Born approxim ation: Q PR in the

vicinity ofthe quantum criticalpoint for selected hole m o-

m enta (a) in a linear plot and (b) in a double logarithm ic

plot.� correspondsto the spin gap.

to a com plete vanishing at the criticalpoint. Further-

m ore,the data is consistent with Z /
p
�. The case

ppp = (�;�)ism ore com plicated since �(ppp)6= �(ppp+ QQQ ).In

�rst order,the self-energy rem ains bounded. The scat-

teringoftheholeofQQQ = (�;�)m agnonsleadstothepro-

gessive form ation ofshadow bands as the criticalpoint

isapproached such thatatthecriticalpoint,therelation

E (1)(ppp) = E (1)(ppp + QQQ ) holds. This back folding ofthe

band can lead to the vanishing ofthe Q PR when higher

orderterm sareincluded.Although theSCB resultsshow

adecreaseoftheQ PR in thevicinity ofthecriticalpoint,

they are notaccurate enough to answerthe question of

the vanishing ofthe Q PR atthiswavevector.

L=12

L=16

L=20

(a)

�J

k

G

(

�

)

6543210

1

0.1

L=12

L=16

L=20

(b)

τJ‖

G
(τ

)e
τ
µ

6543210

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

L = 20

L = 16

L = 12

(c)

J⊥/J‖

Z

32.82.62.42.22

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

FIG .10:G reen’sfunction in thevicinity ofthephase transi-

tion (J? =Jk = 2:5)fora staticholeand variouslatticesizesin

theBHM (a)on alogarithm icplotand (b)on a plotwherewe

adjusted thechem icalpotentialin such away thattheG reen’s

function convergesto a constantvalue.W ithin theerrorbars

and forlattice sizesgreaterthen 12� 12 thereisno size scal-

ing recognisable. (Inverse tem peratures: �Jk = 30 (L = 12),

�Jk = 50 (L = 16)),�Jk = 70 (L = 20);��J k = 0:02) (c)

Q PR in the vicinity ofthe quantum criticalpoint.

B . Q M C approach

Asshown in section IIwecan extracttheQ PR from the

asym ptotic behavior ofthe G reen’s function. W e �rst

concentrateon thestaticholein the BHM forwhich the

Q M C data isofhigherquality thatforthedynam ichole.

Fig.10aplotstheG reen’sfuntion asa function oflattice

size at J? =Jk = 2:5. As apparent within the consid-

ered range ofim aginary tim es no size and tem perature

e�ectisapparent. W e �tthe tail(5 < �Jk < 6)ofthe

G reen’sfunction to theform Z e� � � and plotin Fig.10b

G (�)e� �. In the large im gaginary tim e lim it this quan-

titiy converges to the Q PR Z . The so obtained value
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L = 20
L = 16
L = 12

J⊥/J‖

η h

2.82.72.62.52.42.32.2

0.2

0.1

0

FIG .11: �h (see Eq. (38)) as a function ofJ? =Jk for a

static hole in the BHM .

ofZ is plotted forvalues ofJ? =Jk acrossthe m agnetic

quantum phase transition. As apparent no sign ofthe

vanishing ofthe Q PR isapparentaswe crossthe quan-

tum critcalpoint.

O urQ M C data allowsa di�erentinterpretation.Follow-

ing the work ofSachdev etal. [18]we �tthe im aginary

tim e G reen function to the form :

G (�)/ �
� �h exp(� ��) (38)

in the the range 2:0 < �Jk < 6:0 as done in Ref. [18].

Clearly,if�h > 0 then the Q PR vanishes. O ur results

for�h areplotted in Fig.11.AtJ? =Jk = 2:5 ourresult,

�h = 0:0875� 0:0085com paresverywelltothatquoted in

Ref.[18],�h = 0:087� 0:040.Thefactthattheresultof

Ref.[18]isobtained on a 64� 64latticeand ourson 20�

20con�rm sthatfortheconsidered im aginarytim erange,

sizee�ectsareabsent.G iven theaboveinterpretation of

the data, Fig. 11 suggests that Q PR ofa static hole

vanishesforallJ? =Jk �
�
J? =Jk

�

c
’ 2:5.

Thechoiceofthe�tting function reectsdi�erentorder-

ing ofthe lim its� ! 1 and N ! 1 .O n any �nite size

latticetheQ PR is�niteand henceitisappropriateto �t

thetailoftheG reen’sfunction to theform Z (N )e� � � to

obtain asizedependend Q PR,and subsequently takethe

therm odynam ic lim it. Thisstrategy hasbeen used suc-

cessfully to show thattheQ PR ofa doped m obileholein

a onedim ensionalHeisenberg chain vanishes[6].O n the

otherhand,thechoiceofEq.(38)for�tting thedataim -

pliesthatwe�rsttakethetherm odynam iclim it.O nly in

thislim it,can theassym ptoticform oftheG reen’sfunc-

tion follow Eq.(38)with �h 6= 0.Thefactthatboth pro-

cedures yield di�erent results sheds doubt on the sm all

im aginary tim e range used to extract the quasiparticle

residue.In particular,using data from �Jk = 2 onwards

im pliesthatwearelookingatafrequencywindow around

thelowestexcitation oftheorder!=J ’ 0:5.G iven this,

itishard to resolvethedi�erencebetween a densespec-

trum and a wellde�ned low-lying quasiparticlepoleand

a branch cut.

W econcludethissection by presenting data fora m obile

hole in the BHM (see Fig. 12)and K NM (see Fig. 13).

Recallthatin oursim ulationswe restrictthe m otion of

(a)

τJ‖

G
(τ

)e
τ
µ

3.532.521.510.50

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2

0.1

0

(π/2, π/2)

(π, 0)

(π, π)(b)

J⊥/J‖

Z

32.82.62.42.22

0.6

0.5

0.4

0.3

FIG .12: G reen’s function ofa dynam ic hole (ppp = (�;�))in

the BHM for a 12 � 12 lattice at J? =Jk = 2:4. (b) Q PR in

the vicinity ofthe quantum criticalpoint.

the hole to a single plane.The data forthe Q PR in the

abovem entioned �guresstem from �tting the tailofthe

G reen’sfunction to theform Z e� � �.The�tto theform

ofEq. (38) yields values of�h which within the error

barsarenotdistinguishableform zero.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e have analyzed single hole dynam icsacrossm agnetic

order-disorderquantum phase transitions as realized in

theK ondo Necklaceand bilayerHeisenberg m odels.The

hole m otion is restricted to the upper layer as appro-

priate for interpretation ofthe data in term s in K ondo

physics.Both m odelshaveidenticalspin dynam icssince

the quantum phase transition is described by the O (3)

three-dim ensionalsigm a m odel[12]. O n the otherhand

the single hole dynam ics shows m arked di�erences. In

the strong coupling lim it,deep in the disordered phase,

theground stateofboth m odelsiswelldescribed by adi-

rectproductofsingletsbetween the layers.ThisK ondo

screening leads to a single hole dispersion relation with

m axim um atppp = (�;�). In the K ondo Necklace m odel,

where the spin degreesoffreedom on the lowerlayerin-

teractindirectly through polarization ofspin on the up-

per layer(RK K Y type interaction),the single hole dis-

persion preserves it’s m axim um at ppp = (�;�) down to

arbitrarily low interplanar couplings. This situation is

very sim ilarto the K ondo Lattice m odelofEq. (1). In

this case,down to J =t = 0:2,substantially below the
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FIG . 13: (a) G reen’s function G ppp(�) in the K ondo Neck-

lace m odelat ppp = (�;�) for J ? =Jk = 1:0;1:5;2:0. (b) Ex-

tracted valuesforthe Q PR.The criticalpointislocalised at

(J? =Jk)c = 1:360� 0:017.

m agnetic phase transition Jc=t= 1:45� 0:05,the m ax-

im um ofthe the hole dispersion is pinned atppp = (�;�)

and the e�ective m ass at this ppp-point tracks the single

ion K ondo tem perature [19]. W e note that this result

isnotsupported by recentseriesexpansionswhich show

thatthereisa criticalvalueofthecoupling wheretheef-

fectivem assdiverges[20].Hence the interpretation that

in both the K ondo necklace and K ondo lattice m odels,

thelocalized spinsrem ained partially screen down to ar-

bitrarily low values ofthe interlayercoupling. In other

words,signaturesofstrong coupling physicsin thesingle

hole dispersion relation ispresentdown to arbitrary low

interplanarcouplings.

In the bilayer Heisenberg m odelwhere there is an in-

dependent energy scale coupling the spins on the lower

layer,the situation di�ers. At values ofJ? < J? ;c the

m axim um ofthe singleholedispersion relation driftsto-

wardsppp = (�=2;�=2)and the dispersion relation evolves

continuously to that ofa single hole doped in a planar

antiferrom agnetic[21]. Hence the interpretation thatat

weak couplings,K ondo screening in this m odelis com -

pletely suppressed. In other words, the sm all but �-

niteJ? resultscan bewellunderstood starting form the

J? = 0 point.

W e have equally, analyzed the quasiparticle residue

acrossthem agneticorder-disordertransition.In thedis-

ordered phase using a bond m ean-�eld approxim ation,

therearetwoprocessesin which theholecouplestom ag-

netic uctuations (see Fig. 7): i) The hole propagates

from one lattice site to anotherthereby rearranging the

spin background. In the proxim ity ofthe criticalpoint,

and stillwithin thebond-m ean �eld approxim ation those

processes do not couple to long range QQQ = (�;�) m ag-

netic uctuations. A very sim ilar result is obtained in

theordered phase[17].ii)In bilayerm odelstheholecan

rem ain im m obileand thespin in thelowerlayercan ip.

Thoseprocessescoupleto criticalm agneticuctuations.

W ithin a self-consistentBorn approxim ation,thisdrives

thequasiparticleresiduetozeroboth forastaticholeand

m obile hole with m om enta ppp satisfying �(ppp+ QQQ )= �(ppp).

W e have attem pted to con�rm this point ofview with

M onte Carlo sim ulations. W ithin our quantum M onte

Carloapproach,wheretheaccuracy ofthesingleparticle

G reen’sfunction atlarge im aginary tim esislim ited,we

havefound noconvincingevidenceofthevanishingofthe

quasiparticleresidueboth fora staticand a m obilehole.

Furhterwork and algortihm icdevelopm entsarerequired

to clarify thisdelicateissue.
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