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A bstract

T his thesis report dealsw ith the one din ensionalH ubbard m odel. Speci cally,
we describe the quantum ob gcts that diagonalize the nom al ordered Hubbard
ham iltonian, am ong those the so called pseudoferm ions. T hese pssudoferm ions,

-sodn and spin zero ob fcts, are the scatterers and the scattering centers of the
representation developed here. They have no residual energy interactions. The
S-m atrix of this representation can be written as a sin ple phase factor, which
Involves the phase shifts of the zero energy forward m om entum scattering events.
The form of the pssudoferm ion S-m atrix constitutes an in portant new result of
this thesis report. In contrast to the usual low-energy Luttinger liquid theory,
the theory reported here allow s us to categorize a ssparation of the charge and
soin degrees of freedom at a nite energy excitation scale, of quantum ob Ects
called rotated electrons. The rotated electrons are linked to the electrons by a
m ere unitary transform ation.

Furthem ore, we develop a psesudoferm ion dynam ical theory and apply it
to the evaluation of the spectral function In the oneelctron rem oval and one—
electron low er H ubbard band addition cases. Forany value ofthe on-site e ective
Coloum b repulsion and electronic density, and in the lin it of zero m agnetization,
we derive closed form expressions for these soectral functions, show ing explicitly
the am ergence of the characteristic power-law type behavior of correlation fiinc—
tions of Luttinger liquids. W e note however, that our derived expressions are
valid for the entire elem entary excitation energy bandw idth, and not jist the Iin—
ear regin e. W e are abl to dentify practically all features of the spectral weight
ofthe 1D Hubbard m odel, n tem s of pssudofermn ion or pseudoferm ion hole ex—
citations. This brings new light to the understanding of the spectral properties
of the one dim ensional H ubbard m odel.

T he singular behavior of the theoretical spectral weight, as predicted by the
explicitly calculated values of the relevant exponents and pre-factors, leads to
a spectral weight distrbution which is detectable by photo em ission and photo
absorption experim ents on quasi one dim ensional m aterials. As an in portant
contrdbution to the understanding of these m aterials, we are ablk to reproduce
for the whole energy bandw idth, the experim ental spectral distributions recently
found for the organic compound TTF-TCNQ by high-resolution photo em ission
soectroscopy. This con m s the validity of the pssudoferm ion dynam ical theory,
and provides a desper understanding of low dim ensional correlated system s.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

1.1 The one din ensionalm any-body problem

This thesis deals with a model used to study strongly correlated electrons In
solids, called the Hubbard m odel. The m odelwas Introduced by J. Hubbard in
the article serdes on "E lectron correlations in narrow energy bands" [IH1]. W e
w il exclusively focus on the case of one spatial dim ension.

In general, the Hubbard m odel isviewed as one ofthem ost in portant m odels
of strongly correlated electron systam s In solids, and is used frequently In various
applications both in one, two and three spatial din ensions. Fom ally, it presup-—
poses the existence of an atom ic-like static lattice, upon which valence elkectrons
exist in a sihglk energy band.

T he Hubbard m odel is obtained for the approxin ative schem e where, due to
the screen ng ofthe long-range C oloum b repulsion, its on-site C oloum b interaction
term is Jarge as com pared to the interatom ic interactions however not render—
Ing the interatom ic hopping am plitudes negligble. T hus, the H ubbard m odel is
loos=ly described as a dynam icalm odel of electrons, w here the C oloum b interac—
tion ( potentialenergy) com petesw ith the transfer integralbetw een neighboring
lattice sites ( kinetic energy), under the in uence of the P auli exclusion princi-
pl. D expoite its conceptual sin plicity, the H ubbard m odelis indeed a very di cult
m odel to solve exactly. It has only been solved in one dim ension so far, by use
of the Bethe ansatz technique, originally due to H . Bethe [[l], where it was st
applied to the isotropic H eisenberg chain.

Even though no "true" one din ensionalm aterials exist, m any m aterials have
been observed w ith a quasi one dim ensionalbehavior. For exam ple, som e m ate-
rials exhibi very strong anisotropies, for instance in the electrical conductivity,
w here the m otion of the electrons is con ned to certain speci ¢ directions along
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the B rillouin zone. A san exam ple, "tetrathiafiilvalene-tetracyanoquinodin ethane”,
abbreviated TTF-TCNQ 1] 0] -], is a charge transfer sal consisting
of Inear stacks of planar TTF m olcules and planar TCNQ m olkcules, which in
the m etallic phase exhibit an intra-stack conductivity three orders ofm agnitude
larger than the inter-stack conductiviy.

Som e other exam ples of m aterials that are adequately described by the Hub—
bard m odel include V,0 3 [11], strontium -copper oxide com pounds (@lso known as
"chain cuprates") such as SpCuO 5 ] L] and SrCuO, ] 1], the Bechgaard
salts (organic conductors) 1] and -conjugated polym ers 0] .

H istorically, one exam ple ofthe m otivation to study such a m odel refers to the
unusualm etabnsulator transition theoretically predicted by N F .M ott 0] 1.
T his transition can not be explained by standard band theory [l]. O ne of the

rst m aterials ocbserved to undergo a M ottH ubbard m etal-nsulator transition,
was the Crdoped V,03 [H1]. The transition is characterized by the strong
m utual interactions between the charge carriers, forcing them to be localized.
This can intuitively be understood in the case of half 1ling (ie. exactly one
valence electron per lattice site) . In this lim i, it is not energetically favorable for
electrons to be delocalized since hopping onto a neighboring lattice site, where
another ekctron is present, costs m ore energy than staying put. In this way,
a solid wih an odd number of valence ekctrons per lattice site may exhbit
Insulating behavior, contrary to the predictions of standard band theory.

Quantum system s exhibiting M ott related features continues to be one of the
m ain topics In low dim ensional strongly correlated electron system s, w ith som e
recent applications nvolving 1D cuprates |11], soin frustrated organic conductors

], "orbitalselective M ott system s" (m odeled by a m uliband ham iltonian) 7]
and dispersion lessboson interaction m odeled w ith a H olstein-H ubbard ham itto—
nian) ]

From a theoreticalpoint ofview, the strongly correlated one din ensional sys—
tam s have spectral properties not explainable by the usual Fem i liquid theory.
O ne ofthe tradem arks ofthistheory, isthe description ofthe low lying excitations
In termm s of "quasi particlks", whose Interaction is described by the scattering £-
functions of Landau '."]. The ground state distrbution In a Fem i liquid
is given by the usual Fem i distrdbution, becom Ing a step distrbution at zero
tam perature, where the step occurs at the Fem i level. T he basic assum ption of
Fem i liquid theory is that there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the
particle states of the original system and the quasiparticle states of the nteract—
ing system . Thus, there exists a strong —function coherent peak In the spectral
function at the quasi particlke energy (@t the Fem i kevel). This picture breaks
dow n if for exam pl the Interacting system produces bound states, as in a super-
conductor. Tndeed, according to the usualBC S theory, the fom ation of C ooper
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pairs ultim ately destroys the above m entioned one-to-one corresoondence [1].

However, In the case of one spatial dim ension, the breakdown of the Ferm i
liquid picture ism ore general as 1D m etals are characterized by the absence of
Fem i liquid type quasi partickes. Instead, the low excitation energy dynam ics is
described by charge and spin elem entary excitations propagating independently of
each other. T hese properties of interacting 1D m etals signal the advent of a new
type of quantum liquid, known as the Luttinger liquid [ ]. A characteristic
of a Luttinger liquid is that it exhibits no ocoherent quasi particke peaks, as all
low energy contridbutions to the oneparticle spectralweight are ofa non coherent
origin and characterizeable in tem s of the ssparated charge and spin degrees of
freedom [1]. M oreover, correlation functions decay algebraically as the Femn i
Jevel is approached, by an Interaction dependent exponent. For exam ple, in the
case of the 1D Hubbard m odel, the density of states decays w ith an exponent
assum ng values between 0 and %, where the Jatter value corresponds to the
strong coupling lim it 1.

U sing conform al invariance and nie-size scaling, H . Frahm and V . K orepin
obtained the Iow lying spectral properties for the H ubbard m odel, evaluating the
asym ptotics of correlation functions 0] ], Since for the low lying elem en—
tary excitations the H ubbard m odelbelongs to the sam e universality class as the
Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel, the exponents obtained In these references are the
sam e as those of a Luttinger liquid.

E xam ples of recent experim ents related to 1D Luttinger liquids

R ecently, there has been a surge of exciting new low din ensionalm aterials,
whith comm only share the traits of Luttinger liquids. For exam ple, In Ref. 1],
the conductive properties of carbon nanotubes are Investigated and com pared
w ith the theoretical predictions of a Luttinger liquid. T he authors nd a power-
law type scaling behavior of the conductance, with a measured value for the
exponent In good agreem ent w ith the theoretical value.

Thematerdal La; 4 yNdgsS5n,Cu0 4 is studied forx = 012 In Refs. 1] and

], and below and above this value In Ref. [[l]. The rason for this m ate-
rial attracting attention is due to the quest for a better understanding of the
copperoxide superconductors. Unlike conventional m etals, the charge carriers
are con ned to one din ensional "dom ain lines", but where the electronic soins
In the region between these lnes order tham selves antiferrom agnetically. This
charge—-and soin-ordered state is in these references called a "stripe phase". This
exotic charge transport su ers a din ensional crossover 1D ! 2D as the criti-
cal concentration grow s beyond x = 0:12. Num erical calculations em ploying the
Hubbard m odel con m ed the interpretation of "strijpe phases" in thism aterial.

Ref. ] descrilbes a one din ensional optical lattice of ultracold ferm ions in
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a ham onical trap in order to study the M ott transition at m icro Kelrin tem —
peratures. In Ref. 1], such a lattice is set up by using "thousands" of paralel
atom ic waveguides, to form a nearly perfect atom ic quantum wire. This new

m ethod provides an unprecedented control over the study of strongly correlated
electron system s, and w ill be of great Interest for anyone aspiring to work w ith
low dim ensional systam s. R elated num erical work is presented in Ref. ], w ith
the survival of spin-charge ssparation far outside the low excitation energy (Lut—
tinger) regin e, as one of the key resuls.

M entioned brie y, Ref. [] studies the anglk resolved photoelectron spectra
on m etallic nano-w ires. Ref. ] observes a spin-charge ssparation in quantum
w ires, which is readily cast into the Luttinger liquid schem e. Ref. 1] studies the

electronic transfer between various structures of the DNA doubl helix.

The aim ofthis Thesis R eport:

In light of recent high-resolution photo em ission experim ents on variousm ate-
rials, and in light of signi cantly In proved experin ental techniques for the study
of strongly correlated electron system s In general, the absence of a dynam ical
theory for the theoreticalm odel that is expected to describe the vast m a prity of
the properties of these new m aterials —the H ubbard m odel —-is a serious draw back
for the com plte understanding ofm any low dim ensional quantum system s.

Indeed, apart from the lin it of in nie Coloumb interaction strength, so far
it is only the properties of the low excitation energy regin e that is understood
to a su clent degree of satisfaction, by em ploying theoretical tools only valid for
that regin e.

However, m any recent experin ents (see for exam pl the organic conductor
TTF-TCNQ cited above) suggest the existence of elam entary excitations at all
energy scales, and not jist the low lying ones. Thus, the need for a dynam ical
theory for the Hubbard m odel, capabl of capturing the nie energy physics
of the m odel ham iltonian In tem s of a consistent scattering theory, is urgent.
T he recent high-resolution photo em ission studies of the organic conductor TTF -
TCNQ ] 0] is a good exam plk of this. Naturally, wih the ne tunihg of
photo am ission and photo absorption techniques, aswell asw ith the developm ent
ofnew experim ental procedures, such as the trapped ultracold atom s technique,
the need for such a dynam ical theory w illm ost likely grow iIn the future.

W ith this thesis report, we ain to derive and apply such a dynam ical theory.

Forthederivation part, wew illaim at calculating the spectral finctions forthe
cases of one electron rem ovaland one electron lower H ubbard band addition. This
derivation w ill actually be intertw ined w ith the developm ent of the dynam ical
theory itself, and therefore constitutes the m ain part of this work, chapters W)
and ). The ain of this disposition is to describbe how a one electron spectral
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function isderived, and at the sam e tin e gain a signi cant insight into the general
physics of the m odel. However before this, in chapter ), we characterize the
symm etries of the m odel and Introduce the quantum ob Ects that diagonalize
the nom al ordered ham iltonian, the so-called pseudoferm ions, related to the
likew ise introduced pseudoparticles. A scattering theory forthesespssudoferm ions
is also developed in this chapter. In chapter W), we use num erical studies to
evaluate the oneelectron spectral finctions from the general expressions of the
pseudoferm ion dynam icaltheory. T he results ofthis chapter are then com pared to
recent photo am ission experim ental results (using the ARPES technique) for the
organic conductor TTF-TCNQ, chapter ). A short discussion w ith a summ ary
of the m ain conclusions is presented in chapter W).

1.2 The m odelham iltonian

For the follow ing, and indeed throughout this thesis report, we will assume a
vanishing m agnetization m ! 0. Consider a solid whose ions are arranged In
a crystalline structure. Since the ions of the solids are much heavier than the
ekctrons, it is reasonable to assum e the ions to be static, ie. not participating
In the dynam ics of the solid. A general ham iltonian goveming the dynam ics of
elkctronsw ith m assm . and charge e can be w ritten as

hl hpi i X &
H = +V (xy) + _ (10)

=1 2m K5 ]

1 4<% N

where x; denotes the position and p;y the mom entum of electron j (there are
a total of N electrons present in the system). V (x4) is a potential with the
periodicity of the lattice structure. W e willassume a maxinum of two valence
electrons per lattice site (W ith opposite soin profction). Thism eans that we are
considering atom s where all the other electrons are strongly bound to the ions
and hence do not contribute to the dynam ics.

T he eigenfunctions  (x) of the onebody term of the ham ittonian [lll) are
jist Bloch fiinctions, ie. &) = &* My (x), where u, (x) is a fiinction with
the periodicity of the lattice. These can In tum be expressed In another basis,
nam ely theW annierbasis, com prising theW anniereigenfunctions (x Rj) that
are centered on the lattice site at position R 5. T he relation between the functions
of the two bases is:

1 )
k<x>=pT e ® & Ry a2)



where L is the total length of the Jattice m any tim es, units such that the lattice
constant a isequalto 1 are em ployed, and hence L = N ).

By usihg wave functions centered on the lattice sites, we m ay express the
second quantization annihilation eld operator (x), as a sum over the entire
Jattice:

()= & RyG 13)

where we Introduced the second quantization electron annihilation operator c; ,
that annihilates an electron on lattice site j w ith soin profction . The creation
eld operator Y (x) isnothing but the hem itian conjigate ofthe operator given
in equation [ll).
In tem s ofthe eld operators, the rst-quantization ham iltonian above m ay
be rew ritten as

Z
X
H = & Yx)T &)+ dxdy Y&) Y@)U ) &) 14)

where T and U corresoond to the rstquantization onebody (kinetic) and two—
body (Coloumb interaction) operators, respectively. Thus, in term s of W annier
States:

X 1X X

H = tiye o + > Uisx1C C;/ & 15)

i3; i3kl
where we have de ned the kinetic and the potential m atrix elem ents according
to:

ts= dx (& Ry)T & Ry (1.6)
Z

Ujga= dxdy & Ry (¥ Rj)ﬁ (v Rx) & Ry

N ote that in this derivation we have all along assum ed a single band m odel.
For muliband solids we would have to use an extended m odel, excspt for the
soecial case of weak Interband interactions.

Let us assum e the W annier states to be "strongly localized", ie. that &

R 5) is centered on R 5. Thism eans that the W annier states of two neighboring
lattice sites m ay have a nite overlap with each other, but lattice sites further
apart may not. Hence, in the rst term of Eq. (M), the summ ation over the
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lattice sites reduces to a summ ation over nearest neighbor pairs, denoted hiji
Where i= j 1).

D ue to the "strong localization" of the W annier states, we can assum e that
for the twobody tem , only m atrix elem ents referring to the sam e site becom e
non-negligabl. This m akes the Coloumb interaction term becom e an e ective
potential: the Coloumb repulsion between two electrons on the sam e lJattice site
dom inates com pletely over the repulsion oftw o electrons on di erent lattice sites,
due to the screening w thin the actualm aterial sam ple.

Introducing these assum ptions nto Eq. [llM), we obtain an e ective ham ilto—
nian where ti; = t3 35 1 and Ui = Usigs g8

X 1X X
H = tiyq o + > UuC ¢ & G ()]
hiji i

Sihcewe are considering system sw ith identical lattice sites, we assum e isotropic
nearest neighbor transfer am plitudes t;; =  t and e ective Coloumb interaction
strengths Uji33 = 2U Where the factor of 2 comes from the soin summ ation),
whith nally leads us to the Hubbard m odel ham ittonian:

X X
H = t CZ C:J + U NjnIig (1.8)
hiji i
where n; = c\l’ ¢ 1s the electron number operator. Aswe will see In the next

chapter, the Interaction tem is written in a di erent way In order to com prise
useful sym m etries, such as the particle-hole symm etry. N ote that the i= j tem
In the kinetic part only counts the num ber ofelectrons, and can hence be absorbed
by the chem ical potential in a grand canonical ensem ble description.

The ham iltonian derived above allow s for som e characterization m erely by
"hand waving" argum ents. Forexam ple, one can see that in the Im it U=t) ! O,
the electrons do not interact and hence are delocalized foralm ost any value ofthe
band Ilngn = N=N_,, where N is the number of electrons and N, the number
of lattice sites (In subsequent chapters, however, we willde nen = N=L, where
L = aN, is the kngth of the lattice chain, where a is the lattice constant w ith
din ension of length). Exosptions are the fully polarized half lked case, and the
fully occupied case n = 2, respectively. This is the tighthbinding m odel, for which
the electrons digperse In a cosine-like band [].

In the opposite Im i, U=t) ! 1 , the electrons are localized. At half lling,
the ground state of the m odel describes an antiferrom agnetic nsulator [1]. Ac—
tually, at half 1ling the Hubbard m odel is insulating for all values of U=t) > 0O

]. M oreover, in this lim i, any eigenstate of the m odel can be factorized Into
tw o eigenstates: one describing soinless ferm ions and another describing charge—
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less soins [1]. It can be shown that the e ective ham iltonian for the soin part,
is nothing but the 1D antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg soin ham ittonian ], with
an e ective coupling constant equalto n @t*=u) @ snP nEFR n).

This result can be understood by second order perturoation theory around
U=t) = 1 . Since the spin con guration is antiferrom agnetic, one can think of
virtualstates n which an electron hop to one of tsneighbors, w ith the am plitude
proportional to t. However, due to the large repulsion U, one of the electrons
Inm ediately hops back to the originating site, again with an am plitude t. This
gives rise to an antiferrom agnetic exchange of strength t (1=0) t &=t
W hen away from half lling, the value ofthe e ective interaction ofthe spinsw ill
then bem odi ed due to the presence of holes.

D ue to the Insulating properties of the Hubbard m odel at half 1lling, we will
always stay away from this value of the density n in this thesis report.
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C hapter 2

T he Hubbard M odel

2.1 Symm etries and exact solution

211 SO (4) symm etry

By rew riting the m odel ham iltonian of the previous chapter, it is possbl to
arrive at the follow Ing general ham iltonian for electrons on a one din ensional
chain consisting ofN , equally spaced lattice sites:

H=1T+0= t dJdog +U (C.cn 5)(0‘{#01# 5) @1
hiji i

where ¢ is the usual electronic creation cperator and ¢;  is the usual electronic
annihilation operator. W ew illassum e N ; to be an even num ber. T he sym bolhiji
Indicates that the summ ation is done over neighbouring sites only, ie. 3= 1 1
and stands for the electronic soin profction. W e consider periodic boundary
conditions. The transfer Integral t and the e ective on-site coloumb Interaction
strength U were ntroduced In the previous chapter. T he ham iltonian conserves
the total num ber of elkctrons, as well as the total num ber of "-soin electrons
and the total num ber of #-spin electrons even though, In the follow ng, we will
conoentrate on som ewhat m ore subtle and interesting sym m etries. Any one site
can either be em pty ofelectrons, singly occupied by a "-spin ora #-spin electron,
or "doubly occupied", ie. occupied by two electrons W ith opposing soin pro gc-
tion due to the Pauliprinciple). The number of electrons N , can be w ritten as
N = Nu+ Ny, where N is the totalnumber of -spin elctrons. The creation
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and annihilation operators have the usual Fourer representation on a lattice:

1 X
C,}{Z i e:.kjac')j(
fNaj=l

1 X
& = Pp— e]a
N. .,

C 22)

The totalm om entum operator can thusm ost easily be w ritten:

A X X A
P = N )k 23)
="# k

where N () = ¢ o is the Fourier transfom ed number operator, and L =
aN , is the physical length of the Jattice chain (@ is the lattice constant). This
ham iltonian ism any tin es w ritten asI—fso @) due to the fact that it is nvariant
underthe SO 4) symm etry group ] ]. The SO (4) group is isom etric w ith the
SU ) SU @) group and di ersin that only halfofthe irreducible representations
ofSU 2) SU (2) correspond to energy eigenstates, as further explained below .
T herefore, sym m etry properties of the m odel are usually explained in tem s of
the two related ndependent SU (2) symm etries, nam ely the SU ) soin algebra
and the SU ) -soIn algebra. The generators of the spin algebra (subscript s)
and ofthe -spin algebra (subscrpt c) are

/\Z l N N

z l N N
s A N Na c = ; N # N
Y= e Y= ligch 24)
x* oox! |
Se=  Choy Sc= ( 1jcimcy

where N = F N and f = F ,C ¢ s the total electronic num ber operator
and the -spin electronic num ber operator, respectively. They satisfy the usual
SU (2) comm utation relations:
h i
§v;§ = 28" = ¢is 2 5)

Apart from commuting with the ham itonian [ll), all the generators of the
soin algebra commute wih all the generators of the -soin algebra. Together
w ith the square of the total spin and total -soin operator, € )2 Where = c
or s), the diagonal generators $? and the ham iltonian ©m a set of comm uting
operators. The transformm ations associated w ith the SU (2) symm etries are the
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o b ! d )andthe win P (d ! ( 1)g ), repectively (the latter
transform ation is associated w ith the so called partickholk invariance). As is
trivially understood by physical reasoning, these sym m etries are easily broken,
for exam ple by applying an extemalm agnetic eld or by Introducing a chem ical
potential, since In these cases the fuill ham iltonian will not comm ute w ith the
o diagonal generators and thus the system will prefer a certain spin pro gction
and a certain -soin proection, respectively. M athem atically, this com es about
by adding a tem to the ham ilonian equal to $7, where in the case of -soin
(=0 =2 wher Iisthe chem icalpotentialand in thecassofsoin ( = s)

s = 2 oh where  is the Bohr m agneton and h the strength of the applied
extermalm agnetic eld.

Applying any of the ladder operators, $Y or§ @where = cors), toan
eigenstate of them odel [lM), leads either to zero orto a new state orwhich the
total spin progction ( = s) or the total -soIn profection ( = c) has changed

by one. O ne can then successively apply this ladder operator untilwe reach either
the "top" ofthe lJadder by repeatedly applying $ ¥) orthe "bottom " ofthe Jadder
by repeatedly applying $ ). The state reached by successive application of the
opeJ:atorSA isusually called a bwest weight state LW S), whilst the state reached
by successive application ofthe operator gy isusually called a highest weight state
HW S), respectively. Trying to clinb lower than the bottom of the ladder, as
well as trying to clinb higher than the top of i, yields zero: ) W Si= 0 and
§yj{W Si= O.TheejgenvaheofSAZ,denotedbySZ,J:angesﬁ:om S; S+1,
:::, S 1;S ,where (§ )? haseigenvalie S (S + 1).

Because of the above found symm etries, it willbe su cient to consider elec-

tronic densities n = ¥ and m agnetization m = N"LN#,whereN = N.+ Ny is

the num ber ofe]ectro;s, such that 0 < na< 1 and 0 < ma < na. Forexampl,
considering electronic densities larger than one is equivalent to considering hole
concentrations an aller than one, and thus we are back at the originalm athem at-
ical formulation. In the rem ainder of this thesis report, na and m a will always

be assum ed to obey these inequalities. There is one nal rem ark to be m ade,

origihally due to the discoveries ofR ef [[11]: the ham iltonian would not have com —
muted with the generators of the -soin algebra had we chosen the number of
lattice sites N , to be an odd num ber (this is easily veri ed by explicit calculation
of the com m utators), which iswhy N, is assum ed even.

W hen form ng $% + §% = W, L2, we see that $% + 3% only takes integer
values. This m plies som e restrictions In the types of m ultiplets that are allowed
by them odel: states forwhich both §? and §? are integers, or orwhich both are
halfodd integers, are allowed, w hilst states for which one is integer and the other
is a halfodd Integer, are prohibied. This is the reason for why the ham iltonian
M) doesnot possessa 1llSU (2) SU (2) symm etry.
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21.2 The Bethe ansatz solution

By using an ansatz wave-function, Lib and W um anaged, in their fam ouspaper of
1968 ], to reduce theproblem ofdiagonalizing theham iltonian [lll) into solving
a st of coupled non-linearequations. T he varables In these equationsare two sets
of numbers usually referred to as charge m om enta fk;g and spin rapidities £ ,g.
T hese num bers can be nite or n nie and are n general com plex. H owever, it is

these two sets of num bers that characterize the eigenfuinctions ofthem odel. Asa
side note, it isworth to m ention that this eigenfunction, the "Bethe ansatz wave
function" was explicitly presented by F .W oynarovich in 1982, for ({U=t) 100,
Unfortunately, for nie valies of U=t), it is not suiabl for direct calculation

of correlation functions, due to its com plexiyy. T he coupled non-linear equations,
also called the "LiebW u equations", are:

k5L — Yﬂ 1 Sjrl]%a %

e . . j=l ..... N
ey 1 sm]ga+1% ree
¥ 1 Sjn]%a %:Yq 1 m J% 1= 1::0:: M (26)
o ket T e |
m#61l

whereM is the number of #-gpin electrons. Here and in the follow ing, we use the
notation ofT .D eguchiet al []] w ith the exosption ofn andm in that reference,
which we here denote by n and m , on order to ssparate them from the density
and the m agnetization). Taking logarithm s on both sides of the two equations
), introduces the quantum numbers, which are integers or halfodd integers.
Even though the solution provides us w ih the ground state energy as well as
the energy spectrum , it does not provide us w ith an association of the quantum

num bers w ith the electrons, nor to the con gurations of electrons on a lattice.

M oving on, in 1972, Takahashi reform ulated the original solution using the

50 called string hypothesis [1]. In this paper, the hypothesis is used to classify
the nite quantum num bers of the problm s into "strings", which are valid as
the system size N, becom es very large. Basically, the numbers k5 and ; are
grouped Into strings according to the value oftheir real parts, and are distributed
symm etrically w ith respect to the real axis. Like this, Takahashi arrives at three
di erent groupings of numbers; one that only nvolves real charge m om enta k5
(type 1), one that only Involves (com plx) soin rapidities ; (type II), and nally
one that nvolves both com plex charge m om enta k5 and com plex spin rapidities
1 (type III) . By using these relationshipsbetween the numbers ofequation [lll),
we arrive after som e algebra to the follow Ing st of equations, one for each type,
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usually called the "discrete them odynam ic Takahashiequations":

X %= snk:a n D & sink:a *
kL=2 1L 2 arctan 4————— 2 arctan 4————
nU nU
n=1 =1 n=1 =1
0
Ny 2M smkja n i ¥ ¥ n m
2 arctan 4 =2 J + om 44—
nU U
j=1 m=1 =1
. fos! fos! .nU
— arcsin ( + i— )+ arcsin ( 1?) = 2.7)
|
Ny 2 © snkea n & ¥ »n o
=23 2 arctan 4 J + om 4
nU U

Here enum erates the string of length m Where "length" translates into
"am ount ofnum berson a given string"). ™ and " arethepurely realm idpoints
of strings of type IT and type I, regoectively. M , and M H? are the totalnum bers
of strings of type IT (w ith length n) and oftype IIT (W ith length m ), resoectively.
Finally, M ° is the E,otalnum ber of charge m om enta num bers involved in a string
oftype I, M °=  _ . nM °. The number of -spin electrons are related to the

num bers of strings through:

N= nM,+M?°
n=1

N+=N N# (2 .8)

and the function ., &) isgiven by:

2arctan —%*— + 4darctan —=- + :::
h omj homj2

AR/ 00

X

o o X .
) = :::+ 4darctan > t 2 arctan i n&m
4arctan 7 + 4darctan 7 + :::

:::+4arctan2L + 2arctan = ; n=m
n 2 2n

2.9)

« MW

It is in portant to note that these equations introduce the quantum num bers
oftheBetheEsansatz. These are a st of purely realnumbers: I, J” and J” . Ij is
an integerif =M, +M 9.) iseven and a halfodd integer ifodd, J* isan integer
ifN M, isodd and a halfodd integer ifeven, J% isan integer if N, N + M?
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is odd and a halfodd integer if even. T hey obey the follow Ing inequalities:

yIjj Na
Iy N o2 1 *
J tnMn 2.10)
m=1
23%9 N, N +2M° 1 * M0
J Nj tnM
m=1

wheret,, = 2minfm ;n) ,,.Thegquantum numbersare equidistant from each
other, for example I, L = 1. W ih these numbers speci ed, one can solve
Egs. M) ©r the numbers k;, " and @' . The speci cation of the occupancy
con gurations of the above quantum num bers allow s for the construction of the
ground state and any excited state of the original ham ittonian [0].

Som e very im portant nsights Into the Betheansatz solution was given by
FHL.E lr,V E,Koreph and K . Schoutens in 1992 (1] - ]. In Ref. ] and

] it was shown that the Bethe ansatz solution only accounts for either owest
weight or highest weight states of the one din ensional H ubbard m odel. H ow ever,
in Ref. ], it was shown that, after taking into account all the states reached by
the o diagonalgenerators ofthe soin—and the -soin algebras, the Bethe ansatz
solution is indeed com plte, In that the total number of states present In the
solution, gives the accurate din ension of the H ibert space of the originalm odel.
In this notation, the totalenergy and mom entum (m odulo 2 ) are expressed as:

S
Ny ° X ¥s n Z
E= 2t coskja + 4t Re 1 ®+i— 4+ UN 211)
=1 n=1 =1 4
N3 2M ° 2Xl %‘9 . ” nu
P = ky - Re arcsin + 17 n+ 1 @J12)
a a

=1 n=1 =1

whereN = NN, 2N )=4 and Re denotes the realpart.
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2.2 P seudoparticles and rotated electrons

2.2.1 P seudoparticles —historical overview

It was m entioned earlier that the Bethe ansatz does not provide inform ation
about the connection of its quantum numbers to the original elctrons of the
problem . However, these num bers have been associated w ith various quantum
ob fcts, di erent from the electrons, In various descriptions valid for som e strict
subspace of the Hibert space of the model. Some exam ples include: charge
pseudoparticlkes and spin pseudoparticks, ntroduced in Refs. (1] — 0], In the
study of low -lying excitations.

In 1990,M .0 gata and H . Shiba used the B ethe ansatz w ave-finction factoriza—
tion to calculate physical quantities, such asthem om entum distribution function
and the soin correlation function, for the case of strong coupling, U=t ! 1 [].
They used the fact that, in this 1im it, the Bethe ansatz ground state wave func-
tion factorizes into a charge part and a son part. T he charge degrees of freedom
are then calculated via a Slater detem nant of "spinlss ferm ions" and the soin
degrees of freedom  are described by the one din ensionalsS = % H eisenberg m odel.
This fram ework, wih soinless ferm ions and a "squeezed" soin wave taken from
the S = 2 Heisenberg m odel, was subsequently used by K . Penc et al in various
publications 1] — 1], In the study of the exact one electron spectral function
for U=t) ! 1 .K.Pencand B S. Shastry then adopted a sim ilar technique for
the Schultz-Shastry m odel []]. A related representation valid in the U=t) ! 1
lim t waspresented by R G .D iasand JM B .Lopes dos Santos [1].

In Ref. ] the SO (@) symm etry of the m odel is used in case of exact half

IIing na = 1, to descrbe the excitation spectrum and an S-m atrix in temm s
of spinon and holon excitations. In this work, the elem entary scatterers carry
either spin but no charge (thus, they are dubbed soin + % and spin % Sonons,
respectively) or charge but no soin (consequently dubbed -soin +% and -spin

% holons, regpectively). Note that these "holons" and "spinons" are not the
sam e quantum ob ects as those which w ill be Introduced in this thesis report.

The comm on ground between these works is the fact that they are only valid
for som e strict subspace of the m odel, and that the introduced quantum ob gct
description, either derdived from the num bers Introduced by the string hypothesis
orby considering the sym m etries ofthem odel, acoounts forthe fam ous ssparation
ofthe electronic degrees of freedom : the spn and the charge degrees of freedom of
the electron are described by di erent quantum ob gcts that propagate through
the system w ih di erent velocities.

In 1997, JM P.Camelo and N M R . Peres m anaged to generalize the pre—
vious pseudoparticlke picture, to be valid for the entire H ibert space 1]. The
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energy bands and the residual interactions of these pssudoparticles w ere explicitly
presented. Furthem ore, a nom al ordered (relative to the ground state) fomm u—
lation of the problem allowed the ham iltonian to be rew ritten solly in tem s
ofmom entum con guration distribbution operators. H owever, the connection be—
tween these pseudoparticlkes and the original electrons rem ained unknown until
2004, when the electrons were "re-connected" to the problem by relating them

to quantum ob Ects baptized rotated electrons, obtainable from the electrons by
am ere unitary transfom ation for allvalues of U=t l]. T he pssudoparticles are
then "oconstructed" In term s ofthe decoupled spin—and charge degrees of freedom

of these rotated electrons.

To give a avour of how the pssudoparticles of Ref. [[l] were bom out of
the quantum num bers of Takahashi, and also to conform w ith the notation that
we will use from now on, we kt !' jJand n ! in the Takahashi string
hypothesis, Eq. [lll). Furthem ore, we will denote the numbers I, J" and
J% by I$% If and I respectively. Correspondingly, ket k;, " and * be re-
baptized into k; (unchanged),  and . respectively. Since these quantities
depend on each other, according to j ! cho ! ky (and sin ilarly for the othertwo
quantum num bers I;“ and ch ), we actually have by Eq. [ll), that ki=k (cho),

s = 5 (Ijs yand . = (I§ ). A ssociating the quantum num bers w ith
pseudoparticle m om enta ¢, accordingto g = (2 =L)IL; (whereI, isshorthand
for any of the three types of quantum numbers), we can nally write k = k (g;),

s = s [@and . = . (@) respectively. O ne should not confuse thedi erent
&;’s with each other: they are di erent in that they are equal to (2 =L)Ij°0,
2 =L )%.S and 2 =L )ﬁ regpoectively. In short:

Il I$° ks ! ky
SERES S 213)
g% oIs LA B
and
2
k=k (@) Q= TI;?"
2 S
s = s @) g = T (2.14)
2 C
c = <o &) § = EIJ-

In the ollow ing, we will w rite as a collective symbol standing for all of
the c0;c and s branches (unless otherw ise speci ed). T his change of notation
helps us to identify the sets of quantum num bers as occupational con gurations
of pseudoparticks, whose discrete m om entum spacing is the usual2 =L . Fur-
them ore, i denti es som e functions of these m om enta, collectively referred to
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as rapidities, namely k, s and . ,that are related to each othervia Eq. ).
T he inequalities of Eq. [l de ne them nimum and m axinum valies of the
quantum num bers, and thus de nes the occupancies inside the e ective B rillouin
zone ofthe pseudoparticles. For the ground state, the functionsk (g) and @)
are odd functions of their argum ents [ ].

2.2.2 Rotated electrons —historical overview

T he m apping that transform s the electrons into their rotated counterparts, the
rotated electrons, follow s the previous work by A B.Harris and R V . Lange ]
and the work of A H.M adD onald et al [l]. In these publications, a uniary
transfm ation from now on denoted V U=t), is introduced for large values of the
on-site coloumb repulsion U, that cancels all term s In the original ham itonian
that change the num ber ofdoubly occupied sites. Later, the sam e transform ation
is successfully used In Ref. []], In order to caloulate the one electron spectral
function In the Im i U=t ! 1 . Because of the "large U history" behind the
Introduction of this transformm ation, it w ill be our starting point aswell. In this
lin i, V U=t) can be written as an expansion in powers of (U ), but we should
note that form ally, this expansion is not the de nition of V U=t), which we will
give later.

T he basic consideration behind this transform ation is the fact that doublk
occupancy is a good quantum number in the Imit U=t ! 1 . This is easily
seen by investigating the Coulomb interaction tem of the ham iltonian [l : a
doubly occupied site gives a contribution to the total energy of the system equal
to U, whilst other types of occupancies does not. Thus, stateswih jand J 1
num ber of doubly occupied sites have an energy di erence equal to U, so that
thisdi erence goesto n niy asU.

T he doublk occupancy quantum number D , is nothing but the expectation
value of the doubXk occupancy operator, D = }DAi, where

Xa
D= npng; n; =cd g (2.15)

=1

In the Pllow ing, we w ill adopt the follow iIng notation for an arbitrary operator
X, transom ed by V U=t):

X = VYUu=XV U=t 2 16)

where X' is the corresponding "rotated operator”". Later we w ill see that V U=t
is In fact uniary, which m eans that ¥ and X share the sam e set of elgenvalues
and preserves the nom of the eigenstates, which will tum out to be very ussful.
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The kinetic term of M), responsble for the dynam ics of the m odel, can be
w ritten as a sum ofth::eetems,TA = TAO+ TAU + T u » @according to the energy dif-
ference that the hopping results in ("before" the hopping as com pared to "after"
the hopping) . For exam ple, a Ionely electron on site i that hops to a neighbour-
Ingsitei 1, where one electron already is present, w ill have increased the total
energy of the system by U . Thus, the Pb that V U=t) has to acoom plish is to
canoelTAU and T u - It is then possible to rew rite the ham iltonian according to

H=HQ+HY+H®+ . 217)

where H 9 allow s hopping w ith a total num ber of j doubly occupied sites. O ne
should note that Eq. [lll) is actually nothing but a Jarge —-U expansion of the
origihal ham itonian, where H @ isthe U = 1 tem, and the ©llowing tem s
are corrections of order (=U)J. The rst eight tem s 1n the series () were
explicitly calculated and presented In Ref. 0]

T he question arises, then, how one ocbtains the operator expressions that con—
stitute the term s of ) . To answer this, we ram em ber the fact that any unitary
operator can be w ritten as the exponential of an antihem itian operator, which
here w illbe called ¥ (U=t):

)

H=V (U=t)H“Vy(U=t) =) I_f _ eYA (U=t)Hve ¥ U=t (2.18)
V U=t) = & U0

Now , using the BakerH ausdor Lemm a, we see that this can be rew ritten as
h i h h ii
H=0+ YU=t;H + = YU=0; ¥ U=t;0 + ::: 219)

NI

which Inm ediately produces very many tem s as we need to introduce H =
To+ Ty + Ty + U (otethat U = UD'). Requiring D'1i to be a good quantum
num ber, we need to have h

D;H =0 (2.20)
N ow , assum ing that the follow ing serdes expansion exists
T =YY+ 7@ 74 .., (221)

where ¥ @ =UYy,we can expressEq. [l by ushgEq. [lll) togetherw ith
H = To+ Ty + T y + U. The assum ption ofthe existence of Eq. [lll) is actually
not such a gambl as it may seem : just lke an ansatz solution to a di erential
equation "if i works it works, if i does not it does not". In this case "works"
translates into "deriving a closed form expression orY 9", By retaining only the
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rst tem of the expansion of ¥ in the above m entioned schem e, one can deduce
that in order orEq. [l to be valid, we need to have:

A ) 1
§)
Tnserting nto Eq. [l w ith an added unknown ¥ @, we nd after som e algebra

that in order orEq. [l to hold, we m ust have
h i

U2
and so forth. In thisway, the rst tem sofEq. {lll) becon es:
. b 5
H_TO+U+G Ty ;T ¢ +O(ﬁ) (224)

T his expansion can be continued to higher orders n (U ), nding closed form
expressions ofV U=t) thatare successively valid fora Jarger range of (=U ) values,
but it is actually not needed In order to create a valid theory for arbitrary values
ofthisparam eter. W hat is enough is the overallde nition of the transform ation,
which isa combination ofEqgs. [ lll), Il and ) :

A

V U=t)= & U
y o=

0}

D;H = 2 25)

) o

R N i 1 h R h R ii

H=H+ Y U=t);H +§ Y U=t),; Y U=p;H + :::
Even though this de nition seam s quite abstract, there are som e things that can
be said about V ([3=t) by pure physical reasoning. Since electronic doubl occu-—
pancy is a good quantum number for U=t) = 1 , electronic "-soin and electronic
#-spin single occupancies, as well as electronic no occupancy are also good quan-—
tum numbers in this lim i e w illcom e back to this .n section [lllM) . For rotated
electrons, how ever, these num bers are always good quantum num bers. Thism eans
that when a nie-(U=t) energy eigenstate is acted upon by the operator\? U=,
the resulting statem ust bear som e sim ilarities w ith the corresponding U=t) = 1
elgenstate. Thisalso inpliesthat V U=t) ! 1 when U=t) ! 1 due to the sin-
pk fact that in this lim it, the rotated electrons are dentical to the electrons, or
in otherwords, ¥ = 0 in the expansion given by Eq. [ll). T he form al proof of
the existence, uniqueness and uniariness of V U=t) is given in Ref. []. Lastly,
since V (U=t) does not change the lattice (neither the am ount of lattice sites nor

the lattice constant), we m ust have that
h i
V U=t);B =0 2 26)

considering that the m om entum operator is the generator of lattice translations
1.
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2.2.3 Connecting rotated electrons to pseudoparticles

By thede nition (), we have actually de ned a new quantum ob fct, dubbed
the rmotated electron, that has the sam e soin and charge and that exists in the
sam e Jattice as the original electron, but for which double occupancy is a good
quantum number for all values of U=t. Let us ook a little bit desper into this
clain .

D e ne the num ber operators for electronic double occupancy, no occupancy,
sihgle "-spn and single #-soin occupancy, respectively:

X
R c = C}S, Qi." C\J/_# C}_]_#
Re = Cin Cz" Cig Cz#
Rs = Cz# Cin Cz.. Cig @227)
Rgt = Cg- Cig C&i/# Cin

T hese operators are not ndependent. In fact, they can all be expressed In
term s of the electronic double occupancy operator]:)A :

(228)

N ote that this description of the di erent types of electronic occupations w illbe
very in portant for the fram ework that we are going to use. Indeed, i acoounts
for all the electrons in the system, 2F€c + F€S+ + Efs =N. Now, ket usde ne the
rotated electronic creation and annihiltion operators:
< - T Po 0
o =V U=t VYU=D
The operators € and ¢ create and annhilate som e quantum ob cts whose
double occupancy num ber, single occupancy "-spin and single occupancy #-spin
num ber, as well as is no occupancy num ber, are all good quantum numbers for
any value of U=t). This is seen by nserting Eq. [llll) nto Eq. [llM), and thus

form ing the corresponding rotated num ber operators, R 1, where = cors and
1= ;+.Like thiswe cbtain by de nition l) and by Eq. [l that:
h i h i h i h i
HA;R“c = Pf;R”c+ = Pf;RS = HA;PTS+ =0 (2.30)
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A coording to the studies of Ref. 1], it is the ssparated charge and soin degrees
of freedom of the rotated electrons that constitute som e exotic quantum ob gcts
called pseudopartickes. T he occupancy con gurations ofthese pssudoparticlks are
described by the quantum num bers given by the Takahashi string hypothesis [1].
T he connection to the original electrons was not reached because of the fact that
the relevant electronic occupational num bers were not good quantum num bers,
so that any ssparation of the original electronic degrees of freedom is bound to
Jead to quantum ob fcts consisting of several very involved superpositions of the
original electronic occupational con gurations. T he picture becom es m uch m ore
elkgant if, when describbing the various excitations of them odel, the starting point
consists of quantum ob fcts whose occupancy num ber operators comm ute w ith
the original ham ittonian, lke those of the rotated elkctron. Like this, i will
be much more sin ple to descrdbe the properties of the new quantum ob gcts,
here called the pseudoparticlks, In tem s of the occupancy con gurations of the
previous ones, the rotated electrons.

To prooeed any further, it isnecessary to explain what the pseudoparticles are
constituted of. Since V U=t) is unitary, all eigenvalues of the electronic num ber
operators of Eq. M) are equal to the eigenvalues of the corresponding rotated
operators, R ;. Now, there are N elctrons in the system together with N® =
2N , N electronic holes. Let the number of sites that are singly occupied by
rotated electrons be equal to N.. This means that there are N N. rotated
electrons on doubly occupied sites, and hence a number of N N.)=2 doubly
occupied sites. By the sam e reasoning, wehave N N.)=2 sites doubly occupied
by rotated holes ("em pty sites"). N ext we baptize the "-soin #-goin pair, on the
sites doubly occupied by rotated electrons, % holons. There is a total num ber
ofM : = (0  Nc)=2 of such quantum ob Fcts. W hilst the 2 holons are spin
zero cb pcts, the value of ts  —spin proction is %, which jasti es the choice of
nam e. Equivalently, we m a totalnumberM 1= N hNL)=2 of+% holons,
from the sites doubly occupied by rotated holes. The N . rotated electrons on the
singly occupied sites decouple into N chargeons W ith the sam e charge as the
rotated electron but w ith no soin degrees of freedom ) and N . spinons (W ith the
sam e soin as the rotated electron but w ith no charge degrees of freedom ). Now,
the totalnumber of "-spin spinons isM 1= N » I\ N)=2, which isnothing
but the totalnum ber of "-gon rotated electrons of the system , m nus the "-spins
of the doubly occupiaed sites. Equivalently, M 1= Ny N) N)=2 is the total
num ber of #-soin soinons. Below, we willm ake use of the num ber N? de ned
as the number of lattice sites not singly occupied, ie. either doubly occupied
orempty: N? = N, N.. Lastly, we note that the N . sites singly occupied by
rotated electrons also carry N . rotated electronic holes. T he charge part of these
rotated holes, living on singly occupied sites, will be called antichargeons. To

S;
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sum m arize, we have the ollow ing am ount of quantum ob cts:

# -soin holons M, 1= N N=
ro2
" —spoin holons M, 1= NP ON)=2
#-s0in somnons M. 1= N4 (] N)= (231)
"-soin sonons M s+ = N » \) N)=2
T he Pollow ing should be cbsarved:
h) X X
M_.,1+M__1=N
¢ 2 ot 2 ° =) M, =N.+N2=nN, @ .32)
M, 1+ M, 1=N,

N
I
Q
3
[}
Il
NI

So farwe have only regrouped the rotated electrons, giving them new nam es
acocording to the occupancies of the Jattice sites. Follow ing the interpretation of

Ref. [], .t now the N. chargeons and the N . antichargeons recom bine Into
N = N, cO-pseudopartickes. Let further a total num ber of +% soinons and

% soinons form one s pseudoparticke, where the number = 1;2;:::.
Equivalently, ket a total number of +% holons and % holons form one

c pseudopartick, where the number = 1;2;:::.
The clain ofRef. ] isthat the quantum num bers describing the m om entum
occupancies of these created pssudoparticles, are nothing but the Takahashinum —

bers, given by the string hypothesis. Thus an pseudoparticke wWhere = c
or s and = 1;2;::3, that contains a number ofholon ( = c¢) or spinon
( = s) pairs, coresoonds to a string with length oftype II ( = s) or oftype
IIT ( = ¢). Therewillbe a totalnumber of Ny s pssudoparticks, and a total

number of N, ¢ pssudoparticls.

T hese here Introduced quantum ob Fcts cannot, how ever, acoount for the en—
tire H ibert space, asallofthem are -soin zero and spin zero ob gcts (rem em ber
that we always combine an equal number of "+2" and " 1" to form one
pseudopartick). Sihce we have electronic densities na and m agnetization m a in
the ranges 0 < na< 1 and 0 < ma < na, thism eans, or exam ple in the soinon
case, that som e spins would be "kft out" In the pairing process of constructing
the s pseudopartickes (pecause in general Nv > Ny). The physical properties
of the holons and spinons that were "not abl to m ake " into any of the
pairs are quite di erent from those of the pssudoparticlkes, as further discussed in
section [N) .

T he description of pssudoparticles In temm s of holons and spoinons, rotated
electrons and elctrons, respectively, isgiven in Fig. [ll).
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Figure 2.1: Flow chart describing how the electrons and the electron holes, due
to the rotation transform ation given by v U=t), are described in tem s of rotated
electrons and rotated electron holes. These, In tum, are then fom ing the holons
and spinons. These holons and soinons combine In a way described in section
), o om the pseudoparticks.
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224 Pseudoparticles, Yang holons and HL spinons

Starting from the total number of electrons N = F N ,where N is the to-
talnumber of -spoin electrons, we can derive expressions for the corresponding
num bers of the psesudopartickes N, Ny and N, (N  gives the number of
pseudopartickes: N o, = 3 m eans that we have 3 c2-pssudoparticles consisting of 4
holbnseach, 2 wih -spoin proction +§ and 2 wih -soin progction %). We
w ill see that, in order to account for all the electrons In the system , we need to de—

ne som e new ob Ects that are inherently Iinked to the pssudoparticle description,
but that do not contribute to the dynam ics of the H ubbard m odel.

O ur starting point is the sym m etry consideration that led us to conclude that

it is su cient to study the region of the param eter space where 0 < na < 1 and
0< ma< na.Thismeans that:

M o+ L M, 1= N, N >0
Ms;—*—% Ms; %:N" N#> O (2.33)
Since the totalnumber of £ holns ( = ¢ and,  sonons (= s) that take

[y

part n the pseudoparticles can be w ritten as _, N ,wecan write the
di erence between the total number of holons and soinons and those paired up
in pseudoparticlks, as:

s
L ; %= M . N (234)
=1
These rem aining particks, there are a number of L . 1 of them , have been
given the nam es % Yang hobns (or = c) and % HL spinons (or = s) 1],

]. "Yang" stands forC N .Yangwho authored Ref. []], whilst "HL" stands for
Heilm ann and Ligb, who authored Ref [1]. It isnot di cul to hint a relationship
between the total -soin and soin on the one hand, and the totalnum ber of Y ang

holons and HL spinons on the other. In this case ofa IW S, we have LY © =
2
N, N = ZScandLTc“f”lS = 0 in the holon case,andLIs“f’jf =N« Ny= 2S; and
T2 2
L>" P = 0 in the spinon case. Now, by acting onto the IW S by $Y, we increase
ro2

the num ber of L | 1 by one, on the expense of L w1 which decreases by one (the
z-com ponent of the -spin and/or spin changes accordingly). Like this we can
continue untilwe reach the HW S.HenceL , 1 = S 2(2)8* = 0;1;:::;28
and furthemoreL =L %+L ;

IS

i = 2S5 ,whereS isthetotal -spin ( = )

N

or spin ( = s) ofthe systam .

These HL sonons and Y ang holons behave quite di erently inside the m any—
body system , than the d0-pssudoparticks and the pseudoparticles. F irstly, the
creation and annihilation operators of the form er ob gcts do not comm ute w ith
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the generatorsofthe -spin and the spin algebras (as already noted above), whilst
the corresponding operators of the latter ob fcts indeed do. This is easily seen

by understanding that the cO-pssudoparticles have no -spin or soin degrees of
freedom , and that the pseudopartickes are singket -soin ( =c) and soin ( =

s) quantum ob ¥cts, and thus yield zero when acted upon by any ofthe -spin and
soin generators, respectively (this is easily con m ed m atheam atically by form ing

a singlet state of rotated electrons corresponding to a certain pssudoparticle, and

then letting any ofthe -spin or soin generators act upon this state).

T he physical In plication is that all @S + 1) energy eigenstates inside any
given ladder have the sam e occupancies of pssudoparticles: "clinbing up" the
ladder, from a IW S towardsa HW S, w illonly change the numbers L ;L Dueto
the fact that the occupancies of pseudoparticles are Insensitive to the application
of the generators of the two SU () algebras, the discrete m om entum values and
hence their corresponding Ia%iiity num bers stay unaltered aswell. Ifwe de ne

the num ber operatorsNA = qNA @), with eigenvaluiesN , we have that
h i h i h i
N ;8% = N ;§0 =N ;8% =0 °= ¢s (2.35)

vald for all branches. Next, we clain that all the six generators of the two
SU (2) algebras com m ute w ith the unitary operator\? U=t), whilst the operators
N (@) do not. A ctually, the lJast clain istrivial: ifthey would com m ute, then the
pseudoparticles as described by the rotated electrons would be the sam e ob ects
as described by the original electrons. H owever, since double occupancy is not a
good quantum num ber forthe originalelectrons, we know that the pssudoparticles
can notbe described as sin ple occupancy con gurations of these ob gcts. Forthe
generatorsofthetwo SU (2) algebras, we have the opposite: these operators create
the sam e quantum ob cts In the unrotated aswellas in the rotated fram e. Unlke
the operators for the pssudoparticles, the generators of the two SU (2) algebras
can be easily expressed both in tem s of electronic as well as rotated electronic
creation and annihilation operators:

X X
§¥=  ( Uda=V o= u=t= ( e @.36)

i i

where SA}:’ serves as an exam pl of a typical SU 2) generator. The point is that
SA}:’ has the sam e expression in tem s of electrons and rotated electrons. Thiswas
studied In detail in Ref. ], where the electronic doubl occupancy expectation
valie D 4 (@) was obtained as a function of the occupancies of various pssudopar—
ticles. It was found, for exam ple, that when creating a cl-pssudoparticle, the
electronic average doubl occupancy did not In general increase by one Which
would be the naive guess), but rather, i was found to depend on them om enta g
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and on the value of (U=t), according to
D cl (O) Dcl (CI) Dcl ( 21% ) =1

In Fig. 4 of that reference, we seethat D (0) ! las U=t) ! 1 . This
can actually serve as a "m easure" for how the electron —rotated electron uniary
transformm ation depends on (U=t); the closer D 4 (0) gets to 1, the closer V U=t)
gets to uniy. T he fact that the generators of the two SU (2) algebras com m ute
with V U=t) in plies that the Yang holons and HL spihons are the sam e quantum
cb cts In tem s of electrons as they are in temm s of rotated electrons, due to the
fact that the creation and annihilation operators for these ob fcts are nothing
but the o diagonalgenerators tham selres, m uliplied by a nom alizing constant.
Indeed, it was found in Ref. 1], that creating a % Yang holon always yilds
a doublk occupancy Increase by one, D ! D + 1, independently of U=t). Fur-
them ore i was found that creation of a Yang holon or a HL spinon does not
change the expectation value of the kinetic operator, thus deem ing these cb fcts
"localized" in tem s of (lack of) charge and soin transport. Summ arized:

h i h i h i
Vu=0;$Y = Vvu=0;§ = Vu=0;$* =0 = gs 2.37)

which in plies that

h i h i
Vo=t : = Vu=u;L,: =0 (2 38)
where 1, . 1 isthe %Yangho]on ( = ¢ and %HL soinon ( = s) number
ro2

operator, respectively.

F inally, the proofofthe consistency ofthispssudoparticle, Yang holon and HL
soinon picture, w ith the BetheA nsatz solution, in tem s of the counting of the
states, wasgiven In Ref. [[]. In this reference, it is shown that this representation
acoounts fr all the 4V: eigenstates of the m odel, as well as show Ing Ehat the
num ber of states n a subspace consisting ofa xed number of M = M,
holbnsor spinonswih a xed -soih orspin valieS , equalsthe num ber of states
cbtained by pseudoparticle occupancy con gurations (where = 0;c ;s ),
according to the previously described schem e of the recom bination of rotated
electrons Into pssudoparticlks.
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2.2.5 0Occupational con gurations of the pseudoparticles

Since the pssudoparticles are derived from the Takahashi string hypothesis, w ith
the occupational con gurations given by the quantum numbers, we can de ne
the functionsN o (@5), N (@) and N, (g;) respectively, whereN () = 1 means
that the discrete pseudoparticle m om entum gj isoccupied and N (g5) = Omeans
that the discrete m om entum g is unoccupied. To each set of allowed quantum
num bers correspond a unique set of rapidity num bers, which in tum correspond to
a unique energy eigenstate 1] [1]. T he pseudoparticles obey a generalized P auli
principle, known asHaldane statistics [0]. In short, the H aldane particlesa ect
the num ber of states available to any other particlke in the m any-body system
(whilst In the case of exact ferm ions, only the state occupied by one fermm ion is
forbidden to the next ferm ion).

Let us de ne pssudoparticle creation and annihilation operators: bé; and
ky;, respectively, where g isthem om entum and = 0;c ;s . Thepssudopar-
ticle num ber operator can be w ritten as:

N @=1, by (2.39)
which when summ Ing over allm om enta gives the totalnumber of  pssudopar-
ticles X

N = N @ (2.40)

q

T he statistics cbeyed by the pssudoparticles is 1]
8

< Q% =0
.00 =
; i’ h N

. . 1 0 = .

- 1 ; 0 Oela @ aq=2 N sin # Q 0 =

I, iy, 0 0g=

(241)
where N  isde ned below and Q ° m easures the quantum shakeup e ect, and
is introduced in section M) .Q° is zero forthe ground state (poy construction)
and nonzero if the actualexcited state is described by quantum num bers shifted
as com pared to those of the ground state (from integers to halfodd integers
or vicewversa). The m om entum dependent creation and annihilation operators
are form ally de ned locally on an e ective lattice, w ith lattice constant a
de ned so that the length of such a lattice is Independent and equalto L:

a = a 242)
where N  is the number of lattice sites. That in generalN 6 N, stem s
orighally from the upper and lower bounds on the quantum numbers from the
T akahashistring hypothesis [ll), which controls the valie ofthe largest possble
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occupied m om entum  (the positive boundary of the e ective B rdllouin zone, the
largest quantum number) and the sn allest possible occupied m om entum (the
negative boundary ofthe e ective B rilloun zone, the an allest quantum num ber).
Only in one case (for the c0-pssudoparticles), does the total num ber of allowed
discrete m om enta equal the num ber of "real" lattice sites N,. The sum of the
num ber of occupied m om entum values and the num ber ofunoccupied m om entum

values, m ust always equal the num ber of e ective lattice sites.

N =N +N" @ 43)
This gives us instantly that N , = N, due to Eq. [lll). Ref. ] provides us
w ith an expression for the totalnum ber of pseudoparticle holes:
®
N" =L +2 (° )N o @ 44)
= +1
which also can be expressed as:
NoH=N, Ng
xR
NP=N, Ny (+ % 3 99N.o 1 @ 45)
0=1
h x 0 0
Ns =Nc0 ( + j j)NSO 1

The num ber of allowed m om entum values in the ground state reads:

i0_
N =N,
N_%=N, N 1
N_, =N (2.46)
N_P=N. N 2

(the corresponding numbers for an arbirary excited energy eigenstate will be

given in section [M)). W ith these numbers well de ned, we can then relate

the local pseudoparticle operators w ith the Fourder transformm ed m om entum
pseudoparticle operators:

1 X
bé = p— g
I N J7
j=1
1 X
bl; = ?N: e s bj; (2 .47)



w here b;’ creates a pseudoparticke on lattice site position j Wih space
coordinate x5 = ja ) and by, annihilates a pseudoparticke on lattice site
position j. From the equalities of Eq. [lll), we have that N commutes with
the original ham iltonian.

A scan bededuced from Egs. [lll) and M) (togetherw ith the totalnum ber
ofYang holonsand HL spmnons), we nd that the ground state is com pltely void
ofs psaudoparticles for = 2;3;:::and ofc pssudopartickes forall = 1;2;:::

]. M oreover, the two brandhes that have nite occupancies in the ground state,
asgiven by N o (@ = N % @ and N, @ = N 2 @), areboth densely packed around
amininum energy —zerom om entum point w ith wellde ned left and right Fem i
points. In the nie ground state system , thism eans that the occupied quantum
num bers are sym m etrically distributed around zero, w ith the exogption of (1=L)
corrections (see below ). W e can de ne the an allest possble quantum num ber
for the branch as I and the largest as I, , de ning the lim iting m om enta
for the e ective Brillouin zone, and sim ilarily for the occupied m om enta, the
negative (keff) Fem ipoint I, and the positive (right) Fem ipoint I., . The
"true" lim ing m om enta for the e ective B rillouin zone and Ferm im cm enta w i1l
be shown to be (1=L) corrections to the m om enta given by these num bers. Tn our
new notation, we can reform ulate the conditionson when the quantum num bers of
the Takahashi string hypothesism ust be Integers and w hen they m ust be halfodd
Integers. Forall €& 0 branches, we have that

N even =) I, halfodd integer

N odd =) Ij Integer

whilst for the c0 brandh,

N, X 0 .
7 N even =) Ij halfodd integer
=cC ;s
N X
a c0 .
7 N odd =) Ij Integer (2.48)

=c ;s

Forall brandhes, ket usde ne the quantum num bers introduced above accord—
g to

1
L = L,= I =—— (2.49)

To cbtain the lin ting m om enta for the e ective Brillouin zone as well as the

Ferm im om enta, et us de ne som e tem porary variables * , ’ ;Z and
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2 .2
L L
2 . 2

;=% L=, @ 50)

Next, ket us consider the ground state con guration. To m ake m atters sin ple,
we will only consider IW S ground states, such that L. . 1 = 0 which translates
nto N4 = N, since there are no other #-spins in the sysftem . Furthem ore, we
have that N, = Ny = 0 forall = 1;2;:::1n the case ofthe ¢ branches and

= 2;3;::: In the case of the s branches. The only relevant and
becom es

c0 L i c0 — c0
_ + _
F cO n+— FcO F cO
_ +
sl n""i sl sl @S1)
—_ + —_
Fsl r#-l-i Fsl F sl

where we have used Egs. [lll) and ) togetherwith N, = N4. The di er-
ent cases of lim ting m om enta for the e ective Brillouin zone g and of Fem i

momenta ¢ are, according to Ref. (1], in the = 0 case:
= c0 Lin iting m om enta for the e ective B rillouin zone:
N. X
) N even =) 9= o
=cC ;s
N. X
> N odd =) %= « T
=cC ;s
=0 Fem imomenta (W S):
N X
7&1 N and N both odd orboth even =) q = ¢
=C ;s
N, X
> N oddand N even =) G = ro =
=cC ;s L
N. X
- N even and N odd =) q. = Fc0+i

=C ;S
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and in the = sl case:

= sl Lin iting m om enta for the e ective B rillouin zone:
N, = N« even orodd (ie.always) =) qg;=
= sl Ferm imomenta (LW S):
N, = Nw«andNg = Ny both even orboth odd =) G 4= g4
N,=NwevenandNg = Ny odd =) g, = F51+£
N,,=NwoddandNg = Ny even =) G4 = pg f

wherethe ’'sandthe . ’sarede ned mEq. ().

So far everything has been described for the nie system , however, later we
w ill frequently use the sam e quantities in the themm odynam ic lim . In this lim i,
the notation becom es less heavy due to the fact that we neglect (1=L) temn s.
Letusdeneq = lin,, ;g andg = lmy, ; § . The ground state
occupancy con gurations of the pssudoparticles becom e:

NH@= @ 3D oG
NS@= @a 3D 3 & @.52)
N’ @=0 o d

w here here stands for all other pssudopartickes € <0;sl and the Fermm im o—

menta g o and G 51 and the lin ing m om entum values of the e ective B rillouin
zone ¢y, &, and ¢ , respectively, becom e:

%F o= 2ke C_Icoo = 3
G o1 = ke g ) = ke (2.53)
and
L =kev Ky = 2;3;:::
1
d=- 2k= ¢ n) = 1;2;::: @ .54)
a a
whereky = kevt+ kpy)=2= ( v+ 1ny)=2= n=2 istheusualFem im cm entum .
N ote that we cannot de ne a corresponding Ferm im cm entum forthe ¢  and the
s ( = 2;3;:::) bands due to the absence of these pseudoparticles in the ground

state. H owever, the wellde ned Ferm ipoints and e ective B rillouin zones of the
) and sl m om enta, allow s us to de ne som e typical ranges and values for the
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ground state rapidities:

o 2k =) K@i ¥@kr)=0
T oksy=) 35@7 Lkey)=B 2 55)
where actually K ( 2k )= ¥ @kp)= 0 and % ( k) = ) &kes)= B,

de ning the quantities Q and B . The occupancy con guration functions in m o-
m entum space w illbe In portant w hen deriving expressions for the pssudoparticle
energy bands and phase shifts, am ongst other quantities. Som e well known lin —
iting values of these entities inchide:

k@! g Uu=t! 1

B! 1 ma! O

@ !0 ma! 0 ( 2) 2 .56)
¢ !0 na! 1 ( 1)

w here the two Jast lin its are particularly interesting: the actualbands vanish and
thus the entire dynam ics of the systam is described by the <0 and the sl bands.
The lm it na ! 1 isthus the lin i where the Fourierm om entum space ofthe ¢

( 1) pseudoparticles disappears, Justasthelimitma ! 0 iswhere the Fourer
mom entum space ofthes ( 2) pseudoparticles disappears. Later, we w ill see
that due to thise ect, the Fem ipoints of the <0 and the sl bands, are n the c
and s cases sin ulated by the lin ting values ofthe e ective B rillouin zone, equal
to o , being the only m om enta points to survive in these lin its. Half Iling isa
lin it that we will avoid in the dynam ical theory of chapter M, however the zero
m agnetization Iim it w ill ndeed interest us.
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22.6 Energy and m om entum deviations (Introduction)

In order to form ulate a dynam icaltheory, which isnecessary In order to cbtain in—
form ation about the spectral properties ofthem odel, we need to nd expressions
forthe deviations (from the ground state) In energy, associated w ith pssudoparti-
ck excitations In them any-body system , in tem s of pseudopartick energy bands
and pssudoparticle num ber deviations. Even though the proper representation
for the dynam ical theory, Introduced in section [lll), is di erent from that of
the pseudoparticle representation, it is sim ilar enough to allow forthe subsequent
study. W e w ill see that the quantities derived here w ill lead us naturally to the
new representation of section [l .

In the follow ng, when we tak about "transitions" to an excited state, we
m ean that the occupancies ofthe Takahashiquantum num bersgo from the ground
state distrlbbution @Which is a densely packed distrbution of numbers around a
m ninum energy point) to som e other distrbution. A particlke-hol excitation
of a pseudoparticke m eans that the occupied quantum number In the ground
state, beocom es unoccupied at the expense of som e other quantum num ber that
In tum beocom es occupied. O n the other hand, when adding pssudoparticlks, or
when ram oving pseudoparticlks, there w ill be a net increass, or decrease, In the
num ber ofoccupied num bers, krading to a new excied state con guration. W ew ill
only consider excited states that di er from the ground state In the occupancy
of a sm all num ber of pssudoparticks, even though the form al requiram ent is
m uch m ore general: the num ber of excited electronsmust rem ain nite 0] L]
T hism eans that, when evaluating correlation functions, we only allow operators
whose expressions involve a nite num ber of electronic creation and annihilation
operators.

T he pssudoparticle num ber deviations, depending on the m om entum , w illbe
a key quantity is this analysis, since all other quantities w ill ultin ately depend
on the occupation and non-occupation of pssudoparticles for di erent m om enta.
To obtaln the lowest order corrections in energy, we should consider "sm all"
deviations from the ground state pseudoparticle num ber con gurations. Thisw ill
be enough since, as studies of follow Ing sections will con m , an overw helm Ingly
large portion ofthe total spectralweight ofthe oneelectron addition and rem oval
processes are generated by excitation of only a few psesudoparticles. Since the
Takahashi string hypothesis is only valid when N, 1, we often consider the
continuous m om entum Iim it such thatgq;,7  g= @ =L) ! 0. Thismeansthat
we can stop taking about discrete quantum num bers altogether, and replace the
sum sby integrals in the Egs M) . W e thus arrive to the "continuous m om entum
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Takahashiequations":

72
1 ® s n k s
k@=q - ofN, (amtan K@ 2 @)
- u
1X 22 ink .
1 PN, @ a sink @a )
L@ u
Z o
1 Ao c n k
K@= qt L dfNe@amean o @ Shk@a
Lo . u
1 x qg 0 c c O
= AN o) @ @) 2 57)
2 qi u
7z O
17 % . in k
0-q 2 " aNodamten =@ k@2,
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+— N, oy o 2D 0@
2 0 u
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where k. (@) = 2Refarcsin( . (@ 1 u)gandu= U=4t. The function o (x)
can be ound in Eq. [l).

T he energy and m om entum can according to the Takahashi string hypothesis,
Eq. ), ecasily be re-expressed in the continuous lin it:

L 1% % % 2 q .
E= 4t2— > dg N o (@) cosk (@a + dgqN. @Re 1 (. (@ 1i uf
E -3 &
= dgNy @ u dg N: @
2 0 qg
" o #
L % % 2
P=— dgN @k @) + dgN. @ — k@ +-M_: (2.58)
2 0 0 a a 2
" %o =1 L #
L2 % Zg 2 24
P=_— da Ny @a+ dgN. @ — g+ dgN, @g + —M_ :
2 qg _ 0 a B Qg a 2
0 =1 B =1

The two equivalent expressions for the m om enta are cbtained by using Egs.
M) . The constant tem M , 1 is cbtained by using Eq. [l together w ith
Eqg. M), and show s the constant m om entum valie of the % holons.T he occu—
pancy functionsN (q) have a wellde ned value for each energy eigenstate.

W hat we will do next is to allow a analldeviation N (@) to perturb the
ground state occupancy con gurations,

N @=N° @+ N @ = 0;c ;s 259)

44



where the N % (@) are given n Eq. [ll). Eq. M) then describes an excited
energy eigenstate.

2.2.1 Energy deviations and the . oo functions

Since it is the deviations from the ground state that interests us, we would lke
to shape our theory so that all quantities are expressed relative to this ground
state. This is because all dynam ical quantities in the follow Ing w ill depend on

N and not on N . Therefore, n order to capture the relevant dynam ics of
the problm , we w ill form ulate all quantities In a "nom alordered relative to the
ground state" fashion.

O ur starting point is to express the energy of the excited state of the system

as a ground state energy plus higher order corrections due to the mtroduction of
the pseudoparticke deviations Eq. ) :

E = E @ 2 .60)

The energy deviation E @ will be expressed as proportional to som e pseu—
doparticke energy band relative to the ground state, multiplied by the corre—
soonding pseudoparticke occupancy rst order deviation. Therefore, we de ne
the pseudoparticle energy bands ° (q) such that

Z o
) L X }é‘ q 0
E™ = > dga ° @ N (@ @.01)

The relative to the ground state pseudoparticle energy bands ° (q) are de—-
ned as the functional derivative of the energy with respect to the occupancy

con guration deviation:
E®

0 = — 262
@ N @ @.62)

The second term in the expansion of Eq. [llll) would contain bilinear com —
bnations of the N 's and would corresoond to residual energy nteractions
between the di erent pseudoparticlks.

Now , a nonzero deviation in the occupancy con guration yields, as can be
scen n Eq. M), a corresponding deviation in the rapidity finctions:

8
3 k@=k@+ k@
N @=N°@+ N @ =) , o @ @+ @ (2.63)
s @= 2@+ s @
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w here = 0;c ;s .Thegmund state rapidity functions com e from the solution
ofthe Takahashiequations for the particular case ofhaving the occupied quantum
num bers In their ground state con gurations, ie. such that the m om enta cbeys
Eq. M) . They are obtahabk by soiving [l with N (@ = N° (). Bebre
deriving the energy bands, how ever, we w ill Investigate the continuousm om entum
Takahashi equations a little bit further, In order to derive relationships between
a new set of functions (denoted . 00 (g ) below) that willbe used to express
the energy bands In an elegant way.

By Introducing the pssudoparticlke occupational deviations together w ith the
rapidity deviations (poth ofthen are given in [lll)), together with Eq. ),
into the Takahashiequations [lll), we cbtain equations separable orderby order.
Focusing on the zeroth order contributions (the ground state) and the xst order
deviations, we note that as the algebra tums out, we can sin plify m attersa Iot by
applying d=dqg to the zeroth order equations and inserting them into the rstorder
equations. To sin plify m atters even further, we de ne a new quantiy Q @
according to:

dko
k= 29D g @
dq
d 0
@)= 7@ 0 @ = ¢;s (2 64)
dg

which allow s the st order contributions of the Takahashi equations be w ritten
as:

Z Z
1 B Qa () X X o0 . 0 )
Q @@= — d . 5+ AT’ Zeo; 0 0l ) N 0 0(q)
u B 1+ sink? @a —gs 0= o o0
Z Z
a Q 0 o k) coska X X @00 0 0 0
Qc @= — dk — dq’ Ze ;oo (@q) N oo (@)
u g 1+ 2 (@ sinka —gs 0= g 200
Z Z
Q B 0
a Q o k) coska 1 @
0s @=— dk—— ;5o 4 Qa() T S
s (@ sinka
Q 1+ —— B
X X Lo,
+ A ze ;0 o (@) N o o(d) 2.65)
0= ;5 0= 0,6 Cloo 0
where we have ntroduced thefunction Q¢ )= QO X @)= O @) and
the functions z ; oo @) which can be cbtaied explicitly and are given below .

‘%) = d (x)=dx from Eq. (M) and Q and B arede ned by Eq. (). The
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equations [lll) express relationships between the rapidity deviations, shoe

_ k@
@
= —— 2 .66
© 9T E T og 2:69)

by de nition. Exam ining the m athem atical form ofthe relationshipsbetween the
dierent Q @)’s, we see that there is a possbility of expressing them as linear
com binations of the pssudoparticle deviations,

X T 0o
Q @= d oo N oo 2.67)
00 qoo 0
or equivalently,
oo ) = _ 92 @ 2 .68)
’ ! N o o(qo) ’

ifwe take the functional derivative w ith respect to these deviations, ie. applying
= N oo to the equations [lll). By doing this, and by changing variables
acocording to

k@a! ka! Ska _ po5py0
= u =) ;00 (q,’qo) ! ;00 (r;ro) (2.69)
@ ! ! =rorr

where the indices of always indicate what brandch the variabl belongs to
(the st variable is always unprin ed and the second always prined), we nd
after som e algebra:

Z

1 B=u .00 rm'ro
c0; 0 0 (r;r0)= — ® 1s-li(r—(1,{£)2) + Zqo; 00 (r;ro)
B =u
Z .
sin Q a=u @, 0
.00 (r 'r)
c;00(Gr)= w% Ze ;00 (L)
sin Q a=u 1+ (—)
Z sin Q a=u @, .0
.o00(r5;r)
s ;00 (r;r0)= — drco %}:C’O’)z (2.70)
sin Q a=u
1 B =u
2— ar® s1; O o(rm;ro) Ol(r JED) + 2z ;0 o(r;ro)
B =u
where the auxiliary functions z ; ¢ o are de ned by:
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Zeoio (X)) = 0 Zegre (GY) = € D Zegis (G T) = s

Ze 0 @G) = @€ B oz imr)= o O oz so@r)=0

Zg 0 (GGX) = € ) zZ,or)=0 Zg o (Gr) = ofr
Here ()= arctan(x= )= andz ;o0(Gr) =z ;o0o(@gd).

W e note that the functions de ned in () obey the Pllow ing symm etry:

Loo(grY) = ;o0( 1r; 9,which togetherw ith the oddness of the ground
state rapidity functions im pliesthat  , o o () = coo( @@ §.Thesame

line ofthought can be applied to the energy, by use ofthe energy expression [lll),
Introducing the pseudoparticke deviations and ssparating contributions order by
order. The new Iy derived . 00 (7% enters the calculation via k (@), and we
can by com paring the di erent resulting rst order tem swith Eq. (@ll), obtain
the pssudoparticke energy bands:
Z g
0 o~ 0 U
Y@= 2tcoskK(@a+ 2ta  dk sink ~g.e0 kik® @) >
0

np O Z Q
S @=4Re 1 (%@ iu} +2ta dk shka “we ki 2 @) U
7 0 ©
Y @=2ta dk shka “ws ki 0 @) @.71)
Q
where we have used an altemative to coo@d) =" Look’@; © @).As

a biproduct of this calculation, we have that the zero order energy tem , ie. the
ground state energy, can be expressed as:
Z 2k;
F

©) L 0
EY = 2t2— dg cosk” @)a (.72)
2kp

where the ground state rapidity fiinction k° (g) satis es the rst equality of Eqg.
), withN @ =N ) (the ground state con guration).

W e want, according to convention, to x the reference levels of these bands so
that the 0 and the sl bands gives zero at their resoective Fermm ipoints. The c
( 1) and the s ( 2) bands w ill then have their reference levels adjusted
accordingtotheir = 0( = c)and = 1 ( = s) counterparts. Thisadjistm ent
is a consequence of breaking one or both ofthe SU (2) sym m etries of the m odel.
W hen this happens, the energies w ill depend on the cheam ical potential and the
m agnetic eld strength, respectively. Forc ( 1) this energy di erence is
proportional to the num ber of doubly occupied rotated electron sites belonging
to the ¢ pssudoparticl, whilst fors  ( 2) i is proportional to the number
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of #-30in singly occupied rotated electron sites belonging to s . Hence both of
these contrlbutions are equalto . W e de ne thus the ollow ing energy bands for
the pseudoparticles:

w@= 0@ o Cke)

a@= 0@ 2 key)

c@= 2 @+ - 2.73)
s @= 2 @+

where .= 2 and = 2 oh were de ned in section (). T he energy bands
0@, <@ and ° @ ©or 6 0;sl) are even functions of g, and are such
that:

wCkr)= sikeg)= o (  2k)= Joken Jg4)=0 (2.74)

where land ° 2. Them athem atical exercise of deriving the  ; o o (@; )
functionspayed o , udging by the beauty ofthe derived energy band expressions.
WeussEqg. ) to num erically ocbtain the dispersion relations shown in F igs.
), Bl ond ), ora "very lJarge", "interm ediate" and "very an all" value of
U=t). The Iling degpendence on these relations is discussed ssparately in section
) (©ra further discussion on these energy bands, see Ref. []). In order to
obtain these dispersions, we need (for exam ple) the functions ;01  cojs17  s1;c0
and 4,61 - These areplotted n Figs. @), @) and M), respectively, for three
di erent values of U=t), and are further discussed In Ref. | ].

T his analysis can be carried to higher orders, where the tem s of order j In—
cludes j factors of di erent N @'S. By keeping 2nd order temn s, including
products of type [N @ N o0(@)], we can derive the residual energy inter—
action term E @ between the pseudoparticles. That this term is nite shows
that the pseudoparticlkes have residual energy interactions. By follow Ing the sam e
general scham e as for the rst order (presented here above), we arrive to

v @) Q @ N ()t

v [0 (o )T 2 75)

=c0;sl = 1

after a considerable am ount of algebra. Here we have Introduced the pssudopar-
ticle group velocity v (@) and the pseudoparticke Fem ivelocity v, de ned by:

d° @
dg

v @@= v =v @& ) @.76)
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Figure2 2: Energy dispersion relation forthe = o0 pssudoparticle, for U=t) =
0:3; 4:9; and 100 and orn = 059 andm ! 0O, nunisoft. The U=t) = 49
curve is visbl in between the other two curves. Note that the dispersion for

2k < g< 2k beocom es successively deeper for U=t) ! 1 , however always
keeping the bandw idth constant at 4t.

That E @ only contains temms oforder [N (@ N o 0()] can be seen by in—
serting Eq. [lll) nto Eq. M) . W e note that the last temm of E @ is actually
oforder (1=L) due to the square of Q Jx ).
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Figure2 3: Energy dispersion relation forthe = sl pseudopartick, for U=t) =
03; 4:9; and 100 and forn = 059%9andm ! 0, n unisoft. Note that the energy
bandw idth is a decreasing function of U=t) and that sl pssudoparticle becom es
dispersionless In the U=t) ! 1 Im it.

U=0.3t

U=4.9t

U=100t
' q
—(r=2kr) (r=2kFf)
Figure2 4: Energy dispersion relation forthe = cl pssudoparticle, for U=t) =
03; 49; and 100 and forn = 059 and m ! 0O, In unis of t. The energy

bandw idth is a decreasing function of {U=t) and the cl pssudoparticle becom es
dispersionless in the U=t) ! 1 Im i, and is a horizontal lne along the zero
energy level in the gure.
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—kpy

Figure 25: The finctions ;oo(@d) or U=) = 100, n = 059 and m !
0, amranged according to: o0 (@) (Upper eff), o (@9 (Upper right),
s10 () (ower Bft) and o1 (@) (ower right).
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—kpy

k
T _kF 1 B

Figure 2.6: The finctions coo(d) or U=t) = 49, n = 059 and m !

OI amngaj- aooord:ng to: c0;c0 (q; qo) (upper ]eﬂ:)l c0;s1 (q;qo) (Upper Eb'ht)r
s10 @) (ower left) and g0 () (ower right).
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- kFl

Figure 2.7: The finctions coo(d) or U=t) = 03, n = 059 and m !
0, armranged according to: o0 (@) (upper Bft), . (@9 (upper right),
sic0 @) (ower ft) and g0 (@) (ower right).
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22.8 M omentum deviations and inverse rapidities

A coording to the two equivalent expressions for the value of the totalm om enta
P given in Eq. [M), we can In the sam e way as w ith the energies ntroduce
the pseudoparticle num ber deviations nto these two expressions. Since we have
one expression forP involving only themomenta Py on ) and another Involving
only the rapidities P ..;), we hope that by equalling the two expressions, it will
be possbl to deduce som e Interesting relationships between the pssudoparticle
m om entum and the ground state rapidities. In the sam e "nom alordered relative
to the ground state" spirit as before, let now

p= pY where P9 =p 0 =p® 2.77)

m om rap

ie. we will equal the tem s order by order in the deviations. By reasons that
w ill becom e obvious in section M), we will cus on the j= 0 and the j= 1
tem s. By using Egs. [l and ), we arrive to the ollow ing relationship:

Z ok Z o Z
F Ao Q
dg k@= dg N o @ dk Vo0 Kk @) + 2.78)
2kp 2, Q
X ® Z¢ Z g
+ dg N (@ dk “eo; &; @)
s = @ o

W e nd that by com paring the st order deviationsw ith each other, the fol-
low Ing relationshipsbetw een the pseudoparticle m om enta and their corresponding
rapidities can be derived:

Z Q
a=k’ @+  dk “aeo kik® @)
z "
a=k? @ dk “coe ki 2 @) 2.79)
Z . 0
g=  dk “op ki 2 @) 2 80)

Q

From these relationships it ispossble, at least in principle, to cbtain the explicit
dependencies of the ground state rapidiies on the m om enta. However, there is
m ore to be done than just to m ake an abstract m athem atical clain . By de ning
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the inverse of the ground state rapidities as fnctions of m om enta according to

4 Q
o k)=k+ dko NcO;cO (kO;k)
Q
Z Q
% ()= dk® ~ o &% ) 2 81)
Q
2 Z 4
G ()= gl< farcsin ( i u)g dk® ~ e k% )
Q

we can by taking derivatives de ne the follow ing density functions:

Z
dq:o(]<) e 0 d 0
2 ~ k)= =1+ dk” — " co;00 K7K)
dk Q dk CU,Cl 14
ag () ° d
2 ~ ()= = dk® — "~ &% ) 2.82)
d 0. d
8 9 .
< = Q
dg. () 2 1 d _
2 ~ ()= = “Re ¢« dk® — e &% )
d a : ; d

N ote that these fiinctions can be w ritten as

k'@ 1
dq 2 c0 (CI)
d° @ 1

= = cC ;s 2.83)
dq 2 @
by inverting the equalities of Eq. [llM), where2 (@ and 2 @) are the cor-
responding pseudoparticle m cm entum dependent density functions. By nserting
the fom er into the st derivative of the zeroth order "deviations" of the contin—
uous Takahashi equations, we can ocbtain coupled Integral equations in term s of
these density fiinctions.
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2.3 Pseudoferm ions

2.3.1 Introduction

In this section we w ill introduce som e new quantum ob ects, specify som e oftheir
properties and relate them to the pssudoparticles. T he physical nterpretation of
som e derived quantities in tem s of relevant H ibert spaces for our ground state
! excited state transitions, and In termm s of phase shifts and scatterers, will be
presented in section M) .

Eqg. M) show s that the pseudoparticke residual energy interaction contains
the quantities Q @), for = 0;c ;s .These quantitieswere, in tum, intro—
duced to facilitate the m athem atics, but they also carry an im portant physical
m eaning. In the follow ing, we w ill ncorporate these quantities In the de nition of
a quantum ob Ect related to the pssudoparticle, nam ely the pseudoferm ion. The
pseudoferm ion w ill not have any residual energy Interaction tem s, and w illallow
us to construct a dynam ical theory for the 1D Hubbard m odel. In the follow ing,
we w ill illustrate the "birth" of the pssudofemm ion picture by using the exam pl
of the o0 pssudoparticle, but is cbviously valid for any pssudoparticle branch (oy
etting k° (@) ! @ whenever 6 0).

W e have

dk’ @)
dg

k@=k@+ k@=k°@+ 0 «@ (2.84)
and equivalently for the other brandhes. However, a nom alTaylor expansion
ofk’ (@) yields
dk’ @

dq

Kg+ @)=¥K@+ @+ ::: 2 .85)

where j (g)jisa an allnum ber.
Byde ningQ ,@ =1L Q - @), we see that the two expansions becom e equal
ifwede ne (g as

0
@= 0w@= %@ 2 86)

That (g) is Indeed of order (1=L) should be clear by ocbserving that Q o @

carries a factor of 2 =L) In the discrete system . The summ ation over the e ec—
tive B rdllouin zone only contributes when the pssudoparticle deviation is nonzero,
whith only happensa nie number of tim es (for the cases that will becom e r=l-
evant when studying the oneelectron spectral functions, we will see that this
happens typically no m ore than two or three tim es, ie. for two or three m om en—
tum values), which should leave no doubts conceming the order of m agniude of

Q c0 (q) .

57



Up to st oxder, we can thus w rte the follow ing relationship between the
excited state rapidity and the ground state rapidity

k(q)=k0 q+ QcO(q)
L
@= ° g+ 0 L(q) = G;js = 1;2;::: 2.87)

T his is quite ram arkable because it states that the excited state rapidity can
be expressed by the ground state rapidiy, ifwe shift the m om enta by an am ount
Q @=L. W e s=e that all excited states that we are Interested in can thus be
expressed In temm s of the ground state rapidities, ifwe are using a slightly shifted
value for the discrete m om enta. A Iso, all other properties of the pssudoparticles
(for exam ple their constitution In tem s of rotated electrons, the fact that the ¢
pseudoparticlkes are -soin zero ob Ects and that the s pssudoparticles are soin
zero ob pcts) rem ain intact. T he "cruncher" ofthis new fomm ulation is, however,
that if we use these shifted discrete m om entum values, the energy deviation ex—
pansion corresponding to Eq. [l will yield zero or non physical expressions
for all temmn s other than the rsttwo:

X . . Q @
E = EP=g9+EP=E;s+ E fr gq! g+ — © 88)

which is m ost easily understood by investigating the expressions r E @, Eqg.
), since this quantity is proportionalto Q (q) itself. Since explicit calcula—
tion ofthe second order case is very lengthy w ith no contributions to the physical
understanding, i seem s m ore fruitfiil to present som e sim ple reasons as to why
this is true.

W e ram Ind ourselves that Q (@) is a measure of the discrete m om entum
shift, due to the ground state ! excied state transition. By letting the original
m om entum values include this shift already "from the start", we have that there
is no extra shift In the mom enta to use n the rEpidiy expansions, sihce this
shift is already recorded by the momentum valies g+ Q (@=L. Hence, we
should put Q (@ = 0 in the expression rE @, Eq. [, which renders
E @ = 0 exactly. Hence, the conclusion is that ifwe de ne a new set of quantum
obcts, with mom entum values equal to the m om enta plus this deviation, we

nd that these new cb pcts undergo scattering events associated w ith the ground
state ! excited state transition with no energy exchange. W e will call these
new ob fcts pseudoferm ions. The pssudoferm ions have m om enta g, which we
w il call canonicalm om enta, due to the canonical pssudoparticlepssudoferm ion
transfom ation which w illbe de ned in section () . T his canonicalm om entum
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isde ned as:
Q @
L

g= g+ = c0;c ;s (2.89)

Note that for the ground state Q (@ = 0 sihce all the deviations n Eq.
) are zero. Thismeans that for the ground state we have that g= g. The
absence of residual energy interactions between the pssudoferm ions w ill sin plify
our calculations of the oneelectron spectral finction tram endously. In fact, w ith-
out this property of the psesudofermm ions, it would be pointless to Introduce these
new quantum ob Ects.

Sim ilarily to the pssudoparticle, we w ill de ne creation and annihilation op-
erators for the pseudoferm ions, which lead to a form al de nition of the pssud-
oferm ions number operator N (g5), section [l . However, by physical rea—
soning, there are som e things that can be clain ed w ithout further due (see also
Ref. []). First o , sihce iIn the ground state the pssudoparticles and the pssud-
ofemm ions are exactly the sam e ob cts, we have

N° @) =N" @) 2.90)

and m oreover, when a pseudoparticke with m om enta g is found In a con gura—
tion belonging to an excited energy eigenstate, we have that the corresponding
pseudoferm ion has a canonicalm om entum value of gy = g (@) according to Eq.
) . since the ground state con guration of the two representations are equal,
thism eans that

N (@)= N (@)
N (@)=N (@) N° @ 2.91)

which mmplies that N () = N (). However, this does not inply that in
the continuous system N (@) = N (@), in fact this is in generalnot true. W e
rem em ber that we reach the continuous system by letting 2 =L) ! 0 but that
our pseudofermm ion theory carries physically relevant term s of order (1=L).

Let usde ne the nverse of Eq. () in the discrete system ,

2 X 1\5(00 . 0
gG= @ =9 — ;oo (i) Noooo() 2.92)

00 §0=1
and then mnvestigate the poobian ofthe g ! g coordinate transform ation:

Z Z
L L dg @)
— = — —_— 2 o.
F @ > dgF (@ > dgF (@ & (2.93)

a a a

X
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whereF (@ andF (g) are som e functions of the m om enta and canonicalm o—
m enta, regpectively. T he poobian becom es

Z
d X 2o 0 d . .
@ _ st @D e 2.94)
dq 00 qoo 0 dq
which yields one only if F  (g) is proportionalto N o o(d), shce we do not

Include second order termm s In our theory. The canonicalm om enta spacihg will
be further discussed in section [Hl) .

By sin ilar reasoning, we see that the energy bands of Eq. [lll) transfom
according to

@@)= @ v @ dg ool N oo 2.95)

but sihce the energy bands always multiply the corresponding pssudoparticle
or pseudofemn ion deviation, we nd that the second temn of the pssudoferm ion
energy band is of second order in the pssudoferm ion num ber deviations, and hence
falls outside the realn of our pseudoferm ion theory. Ik is therefore safe to use the
sam e energy bands as previously derived.

Since we do not change the total num ber of pseudoparticles, we only shift the
m om enta of them , the num ber cperators as well as the corresponding num ber
deviation operators, w illhave the sam e eigenvalues In the pssudoparticle basis as
in the pssudofem ion basis [1]. T his is due to the fact that the pssudoparticles,
w hose num ber operators comm ute w ith the ham ittonian, have the sam e com po—
sition In tem s of rotated electrons as the pseudofemm ions. T herefore, the pssud-
ofermm ion num ber operators should also comm ute with the ham iltonian. Thus,
due to the equality of eigenvalues and the comm on eigenstates, it would be ex-—
pected that by using a form aloperator lJanguage, we nd that the pssudoparticles
and the pseudoferm ions are related to each other by a unitary transform ation.
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232 ThePS subspace and quantum shake-up e ects

A's already m entioned before (section [ll), we are Interested In om ukting a

nom al ordered theory, relative to the ground state. This in plies that all quan-
tities needed to describe the dynam ics of the m odel w ill be expressed In tem s

of deviations from the ground state con guration. Like this, we ocbtain di erent

theories for di erent ground states. A coording to the pssudofermm ion picture, we

will only retain temm s of order (1=L). The fact that the pssudoferm ions do not

have any physical properties of order (1=L)7 for j 2, m akes it possible to for-
m ulate the nom alordered theory with only rst ordertem s. H ence, we consider

ground state ! excited state transitions such that the num ber of pssudoferm ions

change according to

N @=N @ N° @ 4 a g 2 96)

w here we use the sam e sym bol forpssudoparticle num ber deviation and the pssud—
ofermm ion num ber deviation since they are always equal to each other. T he devi-
ations of pseudoferm ions, can equally be expressed In term s of deviations In
the electronic num kers, according to:

1
MC;%=§(N NCO)

xR
M. 1= L, 1 + N, (2.97)
=1
which by taking deviations leads to
x
N= N o+2L_ 1+2 N . (2.98)
T2
=1
Secondly,
1
MS;%=§NCO N"+N#)
X
Mg, 1= L, 1 + Ng (2.99)
=1
In plies that
X
(I\] " N#) = N <0 2 Ls. 1 2 Nsl 2 N s (2.100)
2
=2
T hirdly, due to Eq. [lll), we have that
Mc.+1+Mc.l = N o0
r r 2
M_,1+M_ 1 = N g (2101)
2



which, by taking deviations of Eq. [l and equalling the resulting expressions
w ith the ones above, elin nating the deviations for the + % holons and spinons,
respectively, leads to

*®
L gt N 2 N L.
=1
®
Lgi=Now 2Na 2 N, I (2.102)

which inpliesthat thenumbers L o 1 and L st 1 are not Independent and thus
i su cesto specify only L . 1 and L, 1 when dealing w ith deviations of Yang
holons and HL spinons. W e note that for the IW S ground state, N, = Ny =

L., + = L 1= 0 =) N . = N, (or 1), Ny = Ny (bor 2),

LC;%ZLC;%aIld Ls;%ZLS;%.

T hese relationships lim it the num ber of pseudoferm ions created or annihilated
whenevera nite num ber ofelectrons are created orannihilated. Thisishence our
rst restriction: to only allow processes that create or annihilate a nite number
ofelctrons. U kin ately, thisw illbe seen in the num ber ofelectronic creation and
annihilation operators present in the operators of any correlation function that
we wish to calculate. Later, we w ill focus on the oneelctron spectral problem ,
for which this issue is trivial (peing only one electronic creation or annihilation
operator). The nite electron creation and annihilation operator lim itation, n —
plies that the ocollection of excited states reachable by these operators, span a
strict subspace of the entire H ibert space of the m odel, a subspace that we w ill
call the pseudoferm ion subspace, abbreviated P S.

H aving lin ied the num ber ofelectrons created orannihilated from the systam,
we can investigate how this change in the total num ber of electrons a ect the
num ber of pseudoferm ions and their Jattice con gurations. W ithin our theory,
each pseudofermm ion is only existing inside the m any-body quantum system ,
and doing so on a speci ¢ dependent Jattice. Thism eans that not only does
the lattice constant and the totalnum ber ofavailable canonicalm om entum values
di er for each brandh, but the latter num ber also changes whenever creating
or annihilating electrons. This In plies that the quantum num bers describing the
occupancies of the speci ¢ brandh under consideration, change from being
Integers or halfodd integers to being halfodd integers or Integers, respectively.
This e ect isusually called the quantum shakeup e ect. This e ect takes place
for all branches, even for the 0 branch in spite of the fact that N, = N,
is constant, because for this branch it is the number apparent in Eq. [lll),
and not N, that decides whether or not the occupancies of the <0 branch are
described by integers or halfodd integers. D uring a transition to an excited state,
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ifthe changes of the follow Ing num bers are odd, the quantum num bers describing
the occupancies of the corresponding branch, change according to the quantum
shakeup e ect (derived using Eq. (lll)):

N. X X
@ : — N = N
2
=c s =C ;s
Xl 0 0
s Ng= O +Ngy) (~+ j 9 Ngo (2103)
=1
c = Nc: (Nc NCO) (O+ jO j) Nco

T he expressions ofthese num ber deviationsw illbe sin pi ed in section () .
N ote that the deviational num bers are purely expressed In tem s of occupational
num bers of pseudoferm ions. This is necessary since for the sam e electronic cre—
ation or annihilation process, the resulting quantum m echanical state m ay be
a linear com bination of ssveral states, w ith di erent set-ups of pseudoferm ions.
T hus, In order to properly acocount for the shakeup e ect, we need to count the
deviations of pssudofermm ions in the particular state that we are investigating.
This is a consequence of the occupational num bers of electrons not being good
quantum num bers: the sam e num ber of electrons, aswell as the sam e num bers of
"-goin and #-spin electrons, can be tted with m any di erent quantum m echani-
calstates, whilst a certain speci ed set ofpsesudoferm ionic occupationaldeviation
num bers specify one and onl one quantum m echanical state.

Since these shakeup e ects are m easured relative to the ground state, we
should study how they alter the m om entum values in the ground state, which
has g= g as alrady m entioned in section [lM). T he "shifts" in the quantum
num bers, which can be written as

1 1
Ij ! Ij + Jp Jp = 5 ’ 0 ’ 5 (2.104)
In plies that the ground state m om enta changes according to
8
, 29 1
T I +Jp = ; % (2105)
TGt g

so that we can w rte the shift in the ground state m om enta as
0

0
SR Q° = ;0; 2.106)
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which de nesthe new quantity Q° . This is not in contradiction w ith the de ni
tion of the canonicalm om entum , Eq. [lllM). W hat the shakeup e ect entails,
is that the mom entum values, the d's n Eq. M), are shifted, but with the
de nition ofthe canonicalm om entum intact. O ne should note that if P° = ,
we have two resulting states that di er from each other In tem s of the positions
of the occupied quantum num bers, as shown in Fig. [ll).

One could, and we certainly will, view the shakeup e ect as producing a
virtual excited state, which is a st step of any ground state ! excited state
transition, whhere the quantum obfctshavemomenta g+ Q° =L. The true nal
state would then be the one which is described by the canonicalm om enta, where
the scattering events between the pssudofemm ions are govemed by Q  (@). In
section [llM), where the scattering theory w ill be developed, we shall see that
the usual quantum m echanical picture, "a shift In the m om enta of the quantum
particles produces a shift in the phase of the wave-function"”, w ill also apply here.

2.3.3 Pseudoferm on operators and m om entum spacing

By using the fact that pssudoferm ions, wih canonicalm om enta g, live on the
sam e lattice as the pssudoparticles, w th m om enta g, and that furtherm ore there
are asm any pseudofermm ions as pssudoparticles for every brandh, we can w ith—
out further due de ne pseudoferm ion creation and pseudoferm ion annihikltion

operators:
Y 1 X y
— igja
ty =p=— N € fj;
=1
1 X
fq; = p— e s fj, (2 .107)
N

w here f%’ creates a pseudofermm ion on a e ective lattice site position j
(w ith space coordinate x5y = ja ) and fj; annihilatesa pseudoferm ion on
a e ective lattice site position j. Note that there is only one g for each g.
In other words, the function g= g(q) is unigue for each ground state ! excited
state transition, due to the unigueness of the solution of Eq. [ll) .
T he pseudoferm ion operators and the pssudoparticke operators are related
through a unitary transfomm ation \%
£ =VVy, vV f;, =V'h, V (2.108)

97

w here ny o)
V = exp B, kb, Lk I (2.109)
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Figure 2.8: Scheamatical gure illustrating the shakeup e ect on a toy lat-

tice Where the lled circles depict pseudofermm ions and the em pty circles pssud-
ofermm ion holes). Let us, as a pedagogical exam ple, suppose that we create a

pseudofermm ion hole onto a ground state w ith a symm etrical distribution of
pseudoferm ions around the zero m cm entum point (here Indicated by a vertical
dashed line), In such a way that we have a non zero shake up e ect, acocording to

Eq. ) . W e note that, In this exam pl, the top con guration is energetically

m ore favorable than the bottom con guration. T he constant spacing between the

lattice points is 2 =L and the size of the shakeup shift is =L.
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T hese relationships, as well as the proof of \% being uniary, are given In Ref.
]. The pssudoferm ion picture thus allow s us to w rite the energy as

E=Egs+ E=E.s(N° )+ EEN Q) 2.110)

w ithout any higher order termm s in the deviations and
Dx E Dx E
N = bé; ky; = fé’; £y (2111)
q a

Before we m ove on, there are som e in portant properties that need to be
clari ed. The nam e psesudoferm jon stem s from the fact that the operators fg;
and fy;, , jast lke the pseudoparticles, satisfy the ferm ionic anticom m utation
relations aln ost. To evaluate the anticom m utator between these two operators,
w e use the fact that their Jocal counterparts satisfy the ferm jonic anticom m utation
relations exactly:

. 0 . 0 & & . . 0.0)
ffé/, ;fqol 0 0g = ? a2 @ a7 fij, ;ij,. g (2 ‘112)
=14%=1
By using the follow ng equalities
£E ifp 9= 5 ££5; ify; 009= 0
L &z
e =e&—— 2.113)

we arrive to the ollow ing anticom m utators

Q @9 @

.0 .0 . O\ 4 0yy—
££Y ,’fqo,.oog= i\] Pl @ q)Zel(Q @ Q@ @))=2

7

£f, ;fp, 0 0g= 0 (2.114)

which willplay a key role in the developm ent ofthe theory. T hat the localpssud-
oferm ions satisfy the fermm ionic anticom m utation relations exactly is a property
due to the rotated electrons, whose num ber operators com m ute w ith the ham i
tonian [ 1].

T he second property of the pssudofermm ion description that we w ill m ention
here regards the discrete canonicalm om enta spacing . T he discrete m om enta
soacihg is, just like for free ferm ions, constant and equalto @ =L):
2

9d5= G+1 97 (2.115)
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T he discrete canonicalm om enta, however, satis es (for = c0;c ;s )

Q a+1) Q

d5= G+ g= d5+ L (2116)
where thedi erence Q (1) Q (@) ,duetoEq. [lll), is
X Z C1000 0 0 0 .
dg’ [ ; oo@+1/9) ;00@;a)] N oo(@) =
00 qooo
X Zqooo d .Oo(q;qﬂ)
= df® q;————7= N o0 ©117)
00 qooo dq = qj
which m eans that, shce g4 = 2 =L,
2 2
a5 = f+ O (1=L7) (2.118)

or, In other words, shoe (1=L?) tem s do not contrbute to the physics in the

pseudoferm ion picture, we are erroneously led to conclude that g4 = g3, or

that the discrete m om enta and the discrete canonicalm om enta are equalto st

order In (1=L). T hese are erroneous conclusions based on the fact that for larger

deviations, wehave qp g= (2 =L)( 3J) forthem omenta, whilst in general
age g6 (2 =L)(@F J) forthe canonicalmomenta. This is m ost easily seen

when *and jarevery farapart, say 3° 3§  ®=2). Thism eans that we have

Na 2 + 0 (1=L?%) + 0 (I=L) 2119)
-0 —_— —_— = —_ =
b 9 2 L a
by averaging the values of the derivatives of ;00 (@;) which yields a factor

proportionalto °  j. This di erence between gy and g5 is of the order of
(1=L), which is a di erence inside the realn of the psesudoferm ion physics, ie.
a non-negligble di erence. This di erence in plies that whenever we want to

replace a sum by an integral, ie. when N, ! 1 we are not allowed to use the
"standard" replacement g ! (2 =L) but Instead we will need to use a state

dependent ‘pcobian (due to the state dependence of Q  (@jr1) Q (@) )-

N om al ordered operators are som etin es w ritten as ¥ : wih the de nition
K= ¥ X% orx%= J36S¥ 5 Sij where 5 S1 isthe ground state). A typ-
ical eigenstate of such a nom al ordered operator is thus the deviation between
the eigenvalues of the excited state and the ground state respectively. Since our
pseudoferm ionic operators are nom al ordered by construction, it seem s super—

uous to use this notation for them , whilst the ham iltonian and the m om entum
operator becom es H:and B: respectively.
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In the pseudoferm ionic basis, these operators are

X X X
-A Py y N
H «— (q)qu; qu,‘ + L H %

=1 =c;s

X X
Pi= gy ofaret Bl Lo @120)

=1 =13j=1

x ¥ h i
+ 1+ )g g fclllj;c qu;c + ch; %

=13=1

234 Virtual states and pseudoferm ionic subspaces

To describe the scatterers and the scattering centers of the theory, we need to
describe the excited eigenstates in temm s of psesudoferm ions. W e w ill follow the
standard non-relativistic description ofa quantum scattering theory 1], In which
the scattering S-m atrix, which m aps the "incom Ing" quantum state nto the scat—
tered "outgoing" quantum state, will play a central role. Since all our pssud-
ofermm ions are either -spin zero or soin zero ob Ects, the scattering m atrix w illbe
ofdimension 1 1, ie. juista com plex num ber, in contrast to the representation of
Ref. [, where the scatterers are  -spin £ and spin  ob cts. In this reference,
the S-m atrix has a lJarger din ension due to the the coupling ofthe -soin and the
soin channels. In the follow Ing, we w ill use the usual de nition of a phase shift
such that a shift in them om entum ; (g) ofa quantum ob fct w ith m om entum g,
produces a shift in itswave-fiinction equalto € 1@, where 1 stands fora collection
of quantum num bers used to fully descrbe the origihal (unscattered) incom ing
wave (@lso known asthe in asym ptote). The pb ofthe S-m atrix isthen to supply
the lncom Ing wave w ith this phase shift, and transform i Into the outgoing wave
(also known as the out asym ptote) []. Since the incom Ing and outgoing waves,
according to the general quantum scattering theory, preserve the totalm om enta
and the total energy, we see that we must introduce another schem e when de-
scribing the transitions. This is because the quantities that we have associated
w ih a general ground state ! excited state transition, nam ely the energy and
m om entum deviations according to

E=EY+E%P=E;5+ E
P=PP4+pW=p.s+ P 2.121)

do not preserve neither the total energy nor the totalm om entum . W e therefore
divide the entire transition into tw o steps: one scatteringless step and one in which
all the scattering events occur. The scatteringless step yields a virtual state, or
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an Interm ediate state, which brings the system from having energy Eg g and m o—
mentum Pgs,tohavihngenergy Egs+ E andmomentum P s+ P respectively

]. Under this ground state ! virtual state transition, the quantum numbers
describing the occupancies of the pssudoferm jons m ay "shakeup" as describbed
in section [ . A Iso, the energies and the m om enta change according to Eq.
B, ic. the ground state ! virtual state transition is a scatteringless nite
energy and nitem om entum transition. T he virtual state is the In asym ptote In
the scattering theory. T hus, this virtual state is occupied by pssudofermm ionsw ith
momenta g+ Q° =L. Then, the virtual state w ill undergo scattering events gov—
emed by the quantitiesQ (@), for = 0;c ;s ,thatpreserve totalenergy and
totalm om entum . In other words, the addiional state dependent shift Q (@)=L
In plies no extra energy norm om entum termm s in the deviation expansions.

Before we move on, we need to specify the pssudoferm ion deviations that
characterize a typical virtual state. Since electrons are the only quantum ob Ects
that can be created or annihilated, we have to classify the types of subspaces we
obtain by xing the deviations N and N « N). Thishas actually already
been done in section M), where we saw that the electronic deviations can
uniguely be expressed as

N= N ©+2L,

IS

(I\] " N#): N <0 2 L .1 2 Nsl 2 N s (2.122)
2

whichm eansthat foreach xed setofnumbersf N g _c s andf L . 19 s
we span one strict subspace of the entire H ibert space of the m odel, whid’f cor-
respond to the actual electronic deviations at hand. O ne should then collect all
possible sets of these pssudoferm ionic deviation num bers, to arrive to the com —
plete st of virtual states that em erge due to nonzero deviations in Eq. [lH) .
The total energy and totalm om entum acquired during a ground state !

virtual state transition, is easily cbtained from Eq. [ll):

1, X » Z o
E= — dg @N @+ !y
2 _ @
w & T s
L 2 % Zq
P= — dgg N o (@ + dgg N 5 @+ 2123)
2 o )
0 =1 ‘13%
% L
+ dg -— g N:. @ +—-M_ :
L



where we have de ned them inim um energy exciation ! o as

'v=2 M .%+2 oth,-% Ng1) (2124)

Ci

where M . 1= Mg, 1 Ng; = 0 for the nitial IW S ground state. A s expected,
thistem isnonzero ifwe have broken the SO (4) symm etry ofthem odel. Hence,
!¢ serves as a gap param eter that tells us w hether or not our excitations live n a
gapped or In a gapless systam .

N ote that forthese expressions, wehaveqg;, 1 g = 2 =L due to the scattering-
less property of the ground state ! virtual state transition. H owever, the actual
occupancy positionsm ay shift golkally according to the shakeup e ect. The con-
ditions on whether or not the quantum num bers for a particular brand are
shaken up can be simpli ed as com pared to the expression given n Eq. ().
Since ( + ° §° 9 isalways an even number, we can exclude the summ a-—
tion n Eq. [lM) alogether snce we are only interested In temm s that have a
possibility to be odd. This is also the reason forwhy weneglect 2 N  In the
c case, after having added and subtracted N . on the right hand side of that
equation. W e thus arrive to the follow ing statem ent: if the follow Ing deviations
are odd, In connection with our ground state ! wvirtual state transition, then
the quantum num bers for the actual virtual state change from being integers (or
halfodd integers) to being halfodd integers (or integers):

X
0 : N
=c s

N + N o (2.125)

23,5 The S-m atrix

A coording to the standard quantum m echanical scattering theory, the S-m atrix is
a unitary operator that m aps the pre-scattered state j ;, 1 Into the post—scattered
state j qutl. As we have seen above, these states have m any nam es, according
to the rich history of scattering theory In general. An exam ple of frequently
used nam es are "Incom ng" waves and "outgoing" waves, due to the classical
analogue of colliding billiard balls (thus incom ing balls and outgoing balls). A

m ore m athem atical nom enclature lncludes "in asym ptote" and "out asym ptote",
due to the m athem atical form ulation of m odem scattering theory. In this case
the pre-scattered state is regarded as the "untouched" state that existed at a
tinet! 1 (ie. asthe tin e t approaches this lim i, the state approaches som e
asym ptotic idealized form ) and the post-—scattered state is sin flarily regarded as
the asym ptotic state at tinet! +1 . From now on, we will choose this latter
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nom enclature for the pre—and post-scattered states. T hus in general,
S3mi= Jourd Sw= &t 2.126)

where 1p is the total phase shift or the 1 ! 1 scattering process and Syp is
the corresponding m atrix elem ent of the S-m atrix (L and I are sets of quantum
num bers that fully describe the scattering quantum ob cts). In our case, since
the di erent branches do not m ix wih each other, we can de nea S ()
for each branch at mom entum g. This quantity describes the scattering events
of a pseudoferm ion of mom entum g, with pseudoferm ions of all other © °
brandhes created by the transition, as it travels around the lattice. W e shall see
that this operator can be described by products of quantities called S, o o (@; ),
that gives the form for the hdividual scattering events between the and the
0 9pseudoferm jon. T his should not be confiised w ith the usual scattering notion
of "m ixing between di erent scattering channels”". In our theory, there isno such
m ixIng: we describe scattering eventsbetween -spoin and soin zero ob cts, which
preserve the individual branches. M oreover, since the scattering itself does
not change the energies nor the m om enta of the scatterers nor of the scattering
centers (upon which the scatterers scatter), the scattering events are of a trivial
zero energy forward scattering type. W ew ill clarify thisclain In m ore detail later
In this section however, we refer to Ref. ] for the m ain results and to Ref.

] for a detailed analysis).

Fom ally, ln nding our expression for the total phase shift @), we note
that the phase of the in asym ptote changes as our psesudofermm ion scatters w ith
all the scattering centers of the system , ie. as the scatterer travels around the
lattice ring once, to arrive to its original starting position (rem ember that we
adopted periodic boundary conditions for the originalham iltonian [ll)). There
are di erent choices of coordinates available forthispicture, giving di erent de n—
Ing expressions for @), however always yielding the same S-matrix [l]. W e
should note that allofthe branches Iive on e ective Iatticesw ith the sam e
lattice length L. W e w ill choose the follow Ing coordinates: lt our pssudoferm ion
depart from Jattice position x = L=2 and arrive at lattice position x = L=2,
w ith a phase di erence equalto @) .W e have

0 0 +
q"‘QT x ! = q+%Q(q> X (2.127)
whith yields
L oL 0° +0 @ L _do Q° +0 @
2 20 YT 2- 2" 2
0° +0 @_Q @
- @- — - @ 128)
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by com paring the m om enta shifts between the ground state and the nal state.
Hence we can w rite the totalphase shift ofan pseudoferm ion as, Eq. ),

0 @ _ 0° 0 @ o X X
2q] = 5 + 2q] = > + ,.oo(qj;qjo) N oo(qjo) (2129)

00 50=1

and we obtain, by the form alde nition of the S-m atrix 1], that

, LY ¥
S ()= gt @ = gl S oo(@;ap) =
j=1
LY T
— eJQ e2 i ; 0 0@ay0) N0 o(@yo) (2 130)
=1
From this equation, we see that ; 0 0(0;90) measures the phase shift of the

pseudoferm jon at m om entum g due to the individual scattering event w ith
the ° ° pssudoferm ion at momentum qgp. Note that it is the htter (prined)
pseudofemm ions, that were not present in the original ground state, that m ake
the S-m atrix to di er from unityy and hence it is these pssudofemn ions that are
the scattering centers of the theory. The (unprin ed) pseudoferm ions, on
the other hand, are the scatterers of the theory. N ote here that would we have
chosen our pseudoferm ion to origihate from x = 0, and travel around the lattice
ring until x = L, the resulting total phase shift would have been the same as
above m ultiplied by 2. H owever, the S-m atrix would have ram ained the sam e by
letting the phase shift of the ndividual scattering event be tw ice the expression
given above, 2 ; 0 0(@;g50) . M oreover, there is nothing In this picture that
distinguishes pseudoferm ions from pssudoferm ion holes, which m eans that an
pseudofermm ion hole is also a scatterer on equal footing w ith the pssudofem ion.
In other words, whenever N oo(gp) < 0, we have that it is pseudofemm ion
holes that act as scattering centers. Thus, the num ber of pssudofermm ions and
pseudoferm ion holes for which the S-m atrix has the orm ofEq. [lll), equals
the num ber of lattice sites for every non-em pty branch (ie. for every branch not
consisting entirely out ofhols).

T hus, the psesudoferm ion or pseudoferm ion hole S-m atrix for the one dim en—
sionalH ubbard m odelis just a phase factor, given by Eq. [lll) . T his statem ent
is consistent w ith the previous clain s that the scattering events do not m ix dif-
ferent -spin or soin channels, and that the scatterers as well as the scattering
centers are -soin and sodn zero ob ects. M oreover, it isnot only the totalenergy
and the totalm om entum that is conserved during these scattering events, but
also the Individual energies and canonicalm om enta com ponents. This can
m ost easily be seen on the form of the energy and m om entum deviations, Eq.
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), that do not m ix pseudoferm ion deviations from di erent branches
after the substitution g ! g.

F nally, we should note that the pssudoferm ion anticom m utation relations of
Eq. M), can be sokly expressed in tem s of the pseudoferm ion S-m atrix,
acocording to

Y h L, m S @

.0 . 0
ffY jfp 0oog= ——1-&® @ D2 35 (g , 2.131)
v N snh @ 4=2]

w ith the in portant in plication that the S-m atrix introduced here fully controls
the one electron spectral properties of the nom al ordered 1D Hubbard ham ilto—
nian, as w ill Jater becom e apparent by use of the anticom m utation relations in
the evaluation ofm atrix overlaps in chapter W).

2.3.6 P roperties of the pseudoferm ion scattering

Before closing the section on pseudoferm jon scattering theory, there are som e
properties that the theory implies which is worth m entioning, here num bered
from (@) to (v).

(1) A snoted by the explicit form ofthe S-m atrix, we have reduced the m any-
body scattering events into tw o-body scattering events, as show n by the de niion
of S ; 0o0(y;gp) n Eq. [M@M). This m eans that the relative ordering between
any pair of twobody scattering events is independent of the nal expression for
the S-m atrix m athem atically due to the comm utativity of com plex num bers)

]. This is a stronger result that what an S-m atrix satisfying the YangB axter
Equation [ ] could claim ] 0], In these references, a representation
di erent from the one ofour scattering theory regarding the active scattering cen—
ters ism ade. Indeed, the scatterers and scattering centers of that representation
are "spinons" and "holons" wih -soin and spin proection equal to %, whilst
In our theory the scattering centers are -soinless and spinlss. This explains
the di ering din ension of the S-m atrix In those references, as com pared to our
representation.

(i) One should note that the 7 Yang hobnsand the : HL spions have
not played any role in the pseudoferm ion scattering theory. O n the contrary, they
have constant m om entum values during the ground state ! virtualstate ! nal
state transitions, only one of them nonzero (the % Yang holon w ith m om entum
equalto ). Thism eansthat the S-m atrix forthese quantum ob ectsequalsunity,
due to the absence of phase shifts. W e ram ind oursslves that these ob Ects are
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exactly the sam e n the originalelectronic fram e as in the rotated electronic fram e,
and thus have no quantity corresponding to the Q (), Eq. (M), previously
de ned for the quantum ob gcts described by the Takahashi string hypothesis,
Eq. [l . W e thus conclude that the 3 Yang hobnsand the 3 HL spinons
are neither scatterers nor scattering centers.

(iil) There is an elegant theoram , called the Levinson’s theoram [01], which
statesthat In the In nite wavelength Iim it, ie. when them om enta ofthe scatterer
tends to zero In the reference fram e of the scattering center, the phase shift
becom es an Integerm ultiple of , where this nteger is nothing but the num ber of
bound statesN . In our notation, thism eans that the m om enta ofthe scattering
center ¢ should be replaced by 0 and that the m om enta of the scatterer g should
be replaced by @ ¢ and we should thus have

M = Ny 2.132)

q ¢ o

according to the theorem , since we in our case have that the scatterer feels the
e ect of the scattering centers during the virtual state ! nal state transition
only. For our theory to comply wih this theoram , we should have that the
above Ilin it is equal to zero, since we by construction have no bound states in
the theory (this can also be seen m atheam atically: our S-m atrix has no poles). In
section [l it was ound that oo (; ) = .oo0( @ 4§ which i the
alemative reference fram e translates into

;oo(q CS,’O)Z ;0 o( @ 8);0) =) ]J%ﬂ ;0 o (g (&;O)Z 0
q gt o0

(2133)
which means that Eq. [ll) is ful Iled for our scattering theory.

(I7) T here is another exact resul for which we can check our derived resuls,
known as the Fum itheoram [[000], 0], This theorem , orighhally form ulated for
electrons In a m etal, states that the total energy E; due to the existence of an
In purity upon w hich otherw ise free electrons scatter, can be w ritten asan integral
over all the phase shifts caused by this n purity:

e gm R3]
E,= dk 2.134)
0 dk

1

where E (k) ¥ for free electrons, and 1 represents a set of relevant quantum
numbers (for three din ensional scattering events of electrons, 1 usually denotes
the angularm cm entum com ponents).

In addition to the pssudoparticke and the pssudoferm ion representation, one
can Introduce a third related description in temm s of quantum ob Ects that carry
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rapidity momentum ky. It willbe shown elsswhere ] that the phase shift of
such quantum ob gcts cbey the Fum i theoram . The energy E; above w ill then
correspond to that part of the energy deviation E ¢, which is of scattering origin.

The occupied rapidity mom entum k5 = k° (@) cbeys for the ground state

Q < k < Q, ie. the Fem ipoints of these quantum ob #cts are de ned by
the value Q . M oreover, their digpersion relation goesasE (k) cosk, and their
phase shift is o k) = Q¢ k)=2, where Q' k) isthe quantity equivalent to Q o @)
In this representation.

(v) The ollow ng nalproperties will only be brie y m entioned here, since
they corresoond to quite exotic cases of the pseudofermm ion theory, and are only
valid for the ¢ ( 1) and the s ( 2) branches and thus will not be
considered In the dynam ical theory. The interested reader should go to Ref.

] for a complkte analysis. In section [lll) we saw that the energy bands
In the case of = c ;s equal zero for m om enta equal to the lm iting value
of the e ective Brillouin zone. Thus at these m om enta points, the energies
of the ¢ and the s psesudofem ions becom es the sum of the energies of the
Individual quantum ob Ects of which they are constituted. O ne can understand
this by the "handwaving" analogue that the "binding energies" between the %
holons ( = c¢) and % soinons (= s) vanish, so that there is nothing to hold
the pssudoferm ions together. Interestingly enough, one can show that for these
mom entum values, and for 0 < na< 1 and 0 < ma < n, we have the ollow ing
equality

o (4)_

a=  at ————=0 @ 135)

which implies that the canonical m om entum spacing vanishes, as opposed to
canonical m om enta spacings at other points in the canonical m om entum
Fourer space. W e should recall that the corresponding pseudoparticke shift is
nonzero whenever N € 0, ie. whenever we have a nite shakeup. This
m eans that not only doesthe ¢ and s pssudofem ions break up at the bound-
aries ofthe e ective B rdllouin zone, but their canonicalm om entum values at these
boundaries are the sam e for the ground state as forthe nalstate, asthere areno
nonzero m om enta spacings that allow s a shift in the canonicalm om entum values,
thus becom ing non dynam ical.

T hisphenom ena isulin ately dem onstrated by the fact that at these canonical
mom entum values, the ¢ and the s pssudoferm ions becom e nvariant to the
unitary operator transform ing electrons into rotated electrons. T here is how ever,
In the m any-body system , som e "m em oxry" of these pseudoferm ions keft, shce it
is possble to express coo@ 7 Goo) where °%°= c%ors ®and = )
okl I temsof 0@ ; @) and @& i @), M. Thismeans
that even though thec and s pssudoferm ions fall apart into their constituents,
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their m om entum values are "carried over" in the system, In such a way that
the c0 and the sl pssudofemn ions feel the usual twobody scattering events w ith
these pssudoferm ions as if they were c0 and sl pseudoferm ion scattering centers,
respectively, at their corresponding Femm i points.

By kttingna ! 1 and/orma ! 0, we have that the ¢ and/or the s
bands shrink untilthey nally disappear in the half lled case (¢ ) or n the case
w ith zero m agnetization (s ). This is easily seen by the fact that the lim iting
m om entum valies for the two bandsbecom e zero, ie. orc wehave that ( =a)
2kg ! Owhilst ors we have that kg ks ! O.
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C hapter 3

P seudoferm ion D ynam ical

T heory

3.1 Excited energy eigenstates

3.1.1 Introduction (spectral function)

T he goal of this chapter is to derive a psesudoferm ion dynam ical theory which
w ill enable us to calculate the one electron soectral function for the Hubbard
ham itonian [l). By "one elkctron spectral function" we mean the spectral
function for one electron rem oval and one electron addition, respectively. The
ram oval function gives rise to spectral weight in the so called Rem oval H uboard
Band RHB) whilst the addiion function gives rise to the Lower H ubard Band
(LHB) and the Upper Hulbmard Band (UHB), respectively. For U=t) ! 1 , these
latter two bands are separated by an energy proportionalto the e ective Coloum b
Interaction strength U, since the LHB gives the spectral weight for an electron
added at an em pty site whilst the UHB gives the spectral weight for an electron
added at a singly occupied site. T here is only one band in the rem oval case due
to the fact that our ground state, upon which we act with suitable electronic
creation or annihilation operators, isa IW S that is void ofdoubly occupied sites.
In this thesis report, the spectral function for the RHB and the LHB will be
calculated, even though the m ethod used here is general and can perfectly well
be applied to the UHB as well as to correlation functions involing creation or
annihilation of several electrons 1] ], W e will use arbitrary values for the
param eters U=t) and n, but we will kesp a an allm agnetization ma > 0 and
hterktma ! 0 (to con nem a to zero at the start of the calculations has been
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seen to be quite pathological, for reasons that we w ill give Jater). Fom ally at
zero tem perature, a spectral function is de ned asthe im agihary part ofthe tin e
ordered G reen’s function G ;! ) at electron m om entum k and electron energy !,
muliplied by a constant for which there is no conventional xed value, but that
isuniquely de ned by applying suitable sum rules. These sum ruls stem from the
fact that the spectral function is interpreted as a probability fiinction, and that
thus the integral over the dom ain of this function m ust equal a certain positive
value. The de nition of the one electron rem oval spectral function B ;! ) and
the one electron addition spectral function B * (k;!) is
X X 5
B k;!)= hf . 5Si (! E ) RHB)

" £

B ki!)= nf, ¥ $si’ (1 E.) CHB)  GB1)

=";# £

X

where the summ ation over willyield nothing but a factor of2 in the zero m ag—
netization lin i since creating or annihilating a "-soin electron w ill give exactly
the sam e spectral function as creating or anniilating a #-spin electron. These
soectral inctions are then directly proportional to the probability of nding the
added electron or the added electron hole at m om entum k and energy !, regoec—
tively. M any tin es we w ill sum m arize these two finctions by usihg 1= (which
we will treat equivalently to 1= 1):
X
B k;!)=  hEF BSi® (¢ E) 1= 62)

£

whereq = g and g = ¢ . jiidenotesa nalstate, ie. the enemyy eigen—
state of the N + 1 elctron system , where N is the num ber of electrons in the
ground state, here denoted by 15 Si. D ue to the nonzero phase shift ofthe pssud-
oferm ions, the states jf;i and {5 S1i have di erent boundary conditions for each

nal state and pseudofermm ion branch. T his in plies that the evaluation of the
m atrix overlaps lads to the orthogonal catastrophe, originally due to the canoni-
calm om entum shifts oforder (1=L) ofthe theory 0] (0], Since the scattering
phase shift is state dependent, we would expect a di erent contridbution due to the
orthogonal catastrophe for each ground state ! nalstate transition. E ; isthe
energy di erence between the ground state and the nal state, de ned according
to

E.=1Ef Egs) 33)

This de niion of E ; measures the energies relative to the cheam ical potential,
that hence never enters the calculations explicitly. The relation to the zero team —
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perature G reen’s functions is
1
B k;!)= — Im £fG k;!)g 1 <0
1
BY k;!)=— I fG k;!)g '>0 34)

where In is the in agihary part. The K ram erK ronig relations give us the inver—
sion of these relationships, expressing G ;! ) in tem s of B (k;!):
Z . Z
.10 0 .10
coily= ao—= &) g0 B KD

— 35
. L1104 i . NI G-

where ( is a positive In niesim al quantity. This G reen’s function can, at least
form ally, be used to obtain the expectation value of any one electron correlation
function 0] (0], Them om entum distrdbution function n, is justthe ! integral
overB (k;!). Integrating this function over k gires then the density ofelectrons
na. The ram aining spectralweight, from the LHB and the UHB spectral finctions
respectively, m ust then by construction have a k and ! integrated valueof 2 na.
T hese Integral values constitute the sum rules for the spectral fiinctions

z Z
d! B (k;!)=na

Nl &

1
Zl
d' BT k;!) 2@ na) (3.6)

1 0

w here the approxin ative sign in the last equality stands forthe (very) weak U=t)
dependence in the sum rule 1], T his dependence is due to the allocated weight
In the UHB, which vares slightly as (U=t) vares, and is approxin atively equal
to na. W e see that at half lling, na ! 1, the LHB weight vanishes, as all the
one electron addition spectral weight is transferred to the UHB.

One could argue that since the exact wave function of the m odel is known

], the calculation of B (k;! ) is just am atter of explicit brute roe calculation.
U nfortunately, how ever, the com plex form ofthiswave function and the fact that
it has ram ained unknown how to express the generators of the excited energy
elgenstates In tem s of electronic creation and annihilation operators, i has so
far been practically inpossble to calculate B! (k;! ) by brute orce. Thism eans
that, from a theoretical standpoint, we have to choose an approach between
either nding altemative m ethods, using the exact solution in som e lm it that
sim pli es the expressions, or discovering the m issing link between the electrons
and the quantum ob Fcts that diagonalize the nom al ordered ham iltonian. The
pseudoferm ion theory allow s to do the latter, but the m ain contrlbutions in the
literature on the sub Fct has prim arily been focused on the fomm er.

79



In Ref. ] a lhttice dividing technique is used to calculate the spectral
5

weight for small system sizes, with U=t) = 4, na = 1 and na = ;. The pur-
pose of dividing the lattice Into an all "clusters" is that the G reen’s function can
be obtained by exact diagonalization, when the system size is very snall. The
"interclister" hopping Integral is then treated perturbatively to cbtain the full
G reen’s function. In the perturbation theory, the exactly solable ham ittonian is
taken to be the entire H ubbard ham iltonian for one cluster (using cluster size of
12 Jattice sites). Like this, a spectralweight for the cases of RHB and LHB w ith
som ew hat distinguishable soin and charge dispersions is cbtained, even though
the shape of the two din ensional surface In the ;! ) plane could be in proved.

Another m ethod was used in Ref. 1], usihg param eter values suitable for
com parison w ith experim ental results on the charge transfer salt TTF-TCNQ,
namely Ilngna= 0359 0% and e ective Coloumb repulsion U=t) = 4:9. For
this the "dynam ical density m atrix renomm alization group m ethod" ©DM RG)
wasem plyed. W ih open boundary conditions and system sizes up to 90 lattice
sites, the spectral weight was calculated by using the eigenstates of the particle—
n-a-box problem in the DDM RG routine. A more reliabl association of the
soectral weight with di erent quantum ob ect dispersions is m ade, as well as
som e estin ates for the exponents w ith which the spectral function diverges along
the dispersive lines. Unfortunately, the DDM RG routine becom es non applicable
as the systam size approaches the therm odynam ic lim it.

In Refs. ] and [[1], the one elctron soectral function is nvestigated
using G reen’s functions, conform al eld theory (orie y described below ) and the
Bethe ansatz solution in the half lled M ottH ubbard nsulating phase, for nie
values of U=t). Using a holon and spinon picture, som e lines along which these
holons and spinons disperse are identi ed to digplay singular features of the spec—
tral function, wih m om entum line shape dependent exponents (however, these
holons and spinons are di erent than the quantum ob cts dubbed "holons" and
"soinons" i this thesis report).

In Refs. ], the RHB and the LHB spectral functions were calculated
In the U=t) ! 1 Im i, by ushg the exact solution and exploiing the wave
function factorization in that lim it. The quantum ob cts that describe the oc—
cupancies of the two resulting parts of the factorized wave function are called
"sonless ferm ions" and "spinons", respectively, and account for the spin-charge
separation In the U=t) ! 1 Im i. Themomentum ofthe soin wave, obtained
by m apping the spin part of the Hubbard ham itonian to the 1D H eisenberg
soin ham itonian, im poses a tw isted boundary condition on the otherw ise peri-
odic lattice of the soinless ferm ions. This is however, the only rem nant of the
coupled Takahashi equations ). M oreover, the spin spectrum collapses as
dem onstrated by the fact that the group velocity of the propagation of the soin
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wave goes to zero In this Iin it. The "soinless ferm ons" ntroduced In these ref-
erences are nothing but the c0 pssudoferm ions as U=t) ! 1 . Thus they are
not "real" ferm ions, but rather quantum cb cts obeying the H aldane statistics

], Introduced in section [lM) . H owever, these quantum ob fcts account or
all the excited states available since at in nite repulsion there can exist no c
pseudoferm ions at nite energy, and at zero m agnetization there can exist no s
pseudofermm ions, due to the fact that the s band is non existent for the ground
state at zero m agnetization. T he technique of calculating the m atrix overlap of
the charge part, expressing the fullm atrix overlap in the spectral function as a
determ nant of the anticom m utators of the spinless ferm ion operators, w ill in this
work be generalized to nite values of U=t).

Som e of the m ain di culties of thism odel Jay in the fact that the Hubbard
ham iltonian cannot be treated by perturbative m ethods due to the non pertuba—
tive character of the electronic interactions. Indeed, n 1D the Coloumb interac-
tion param eter U, however weak, qualitatively changes the correlations between
the electrons, as com pared to the free system . By restricting the H ibert space
to low energy eigenstates only, we can apply various m ethods that ulin ately
depend on the linearization of the elem entary excitation energy bands. The as—
sum ption one m akes is that all relevant low lying excitations can be constructed
by taking Into account states with momenta close to  k only. The technique
ofbosonization ssparates the ham ittonian Into two bosonic ham iltonians, one de-
scribing the charge part and another the spin part. In this way, the problem
is reform ulated Into two m assless bosonic theories describing the charge (c) and
sein (s) degrees of freedom , respectively, w ith dispersions ! ..s k) = v, & ki),
where v,;s and k;s are the Fem ivelocity and Fermm im om entum ofthe ¢ (charge)
or s (spn) brandches, respectively. The charge-soin ssparation of the electronic
degrees of freedom is thus explicit for the bosonization technique -], In
the case ofweak coupling, it is then possible to com pute the critical exponents of
the correlation finctions for the Hubbard model [0 ].

O ther pow erfiil techniques used to caloulate correlation functions In the sam e
low energy excitation regin e are conform al el theories and nite size smling.
T he basic ideas of these techniques are sin ple scaling argum ents, due to the fact
that at lJarge distances the behavior of correlation fiinctions does not depend on
the m icroscopic ham iltonian. M oreover, correlation functions for system s w ith—
out any intemal scale have to decay algebraically, for exam ple as sim ple power
law s, due to the universality class of the Hubbard ham iltonian. The exponents
of these power law s of the conform al theory are then used to cbtain nite size

corrections of the energy and m om entum [0 0], In this way, the Iow lying
excitations can be cbtained as "towers" of states by adding ( 2 vs=L) to the
energy and ( 2 =L) to them omentum [1]. The spectral function and is ex-
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ponents have been describbed near the Fem ipoints of the elem entary excitations

(Wsually referred to as charge and soin excitations respectively) [ -]. In
these references, the spectral function of the related Tom onaga-Luttinger m odel
was exam ined, and yielded the characteristic Luttingertype power-law behavior
in the vicinity ofthe elem entary excitation Femm ienergies: [!os  ws & ko)l ',
w here the exponent ; is given In these references.

In the follow ing, we w ill attem pt to calculate this spectral function for allen—
ergy scales, ie. fortheentire (k;! ) dom ain. O bviously, we w illexploit som e ofthe
deasbrie y discussed here, for exam ple, we w ill see that for each pssudofermnm ion
brandh, the spectral weight close to the dispersive lines in the (k;!) plane obeys
sin ple power law behaviors whose exponents are related to the tower of states
close to these Ines. T section [llll) we will classify the processes lading to
the nal states of the m odel, as well as the varous subspaces that these nal
states span. H ow ever, we w ill sim plify m any expressions of the generaltheory (@s
presented n Refs. ] and [0]) . These sim pli cations are heavily dependent
on the ndingsofRef. ], n which the partial sum rules, ie. contrbutions to
the totalsum rule from di erent excited state subspaces, arem easured. T hus the
use of the theory developed here w ill Involve approxin ations in termm s of com pli-
ance w ith the sum rules, however all rekevant features of the one electron spectral
function w illbe acocounted for. T he theory presented in the ollow ng is form ally
developed In Refs. ] and ).

3.1.2 Fourier transform and rotated electrons

Shce the nal states are energy eigenstates of the ham ittonian, which In tum
is diagonalized in the pssudofermn ionic basis, it would be suitable to describe all
quantities in tem s of pseudoferm ions. Thus, apart from the description of the
nal states In tem s of occupancies of pssudoferm ions, we need to express the
electronic creation and annihilation operators in tem s of their pssudofermn ionic
counterparts. The goal is to allow for a unigque description of the generators
of all relevant eigenstates in tem s of pseudofermm ionic creation operators acting
onto the vacuum . Our st step however, is a little bit m ore m odest. Since
the unitary transform ation that m aps electrons onto rotated electrons is de ned
w ith local operators, we need to Fourder transform the ci operators appearing
in the de ning expressions for the spectral functions, into operators creating or
annihilating local electrons. Using Eq. [M), we obtain a sum over the lattice
sites j Inside the spectral finction which, due to the transhtional nvariance ofthe
system , reduces to N , tin esone typicaltemm ofthe sum , say thetem wih j= 0.
A lso, since the spectral function continues to be a function of the m om entum k,
the above m entioned translational invariance Introduces a K ronecker -fiinction:
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X
\ , 2
B'k;!)=N, bhfiy $Si° (¢ E) xoe, 3.7)
f;
T he next step is to express the electronic operator in tem s of rotated electronic
operators. Even though a closed form expression relating the form er In termm s
of the latter is unknown, there are som e things that can be done to shed some
light on the procedure. By using the (U=t) 1 expansion of V (U=t presented
in section [lM), we have Hrexample to rst order, that
. h i 1 h i
1 1 A
g =¢"ge' =g+ YW;g +i=g to Ty Toje +iG8)
which after Introducing the explicit expressions for Ty and T y and evaluating
the com m utators yields

¢ x b i £
¢ =e o & ; w;, m) Gew e te jae +O0 o
= 1
(3.9)
where = . Note that as expected,
! o (3.10)
s ! g 5!

whith expresses the fact that the electron — rotated electron unitary transform a—
tion becom es the identity transform ation In this Iim it. This shows an exam ple
of how to replace the electronic operator w ith the rotated electronic operator.
However, we w ill not be depending on the large—(U=t) expansion of the electron
— rotated electron unitary transfom ation from now on, but nstead use physical
reasoning when introducing the rotated electrons Into the problem . O ur basic
consideration is based upon the results of Refs. 1], L] and ]. In these
references it is shown that for the one electron spectral weight, the substitution
c ! & acoounts for over 99% of the total spectral weight, as m easured by
the sum rules ). This does not mean however, that we ket U=t) = 1 by
the erroneous assum ption that we only keep the rst term of the expansion of
v U=t),Eq. @) . On the contrary, allquantities w illbe evaluated for the actual
value of U=t) that the orighhal problem refers to. For exam ple, the phase shifts
Q () are strongly dependent on (U=t) via the functions .0 0(gd), and there
w ill be no lim ting procedure n evaluating these functions, which m eans that all
exponents w ill Inherit this U=t) dependence aswell.

The substitution ¢ ! & is just a statem ent of the fact that the subssquent
termm sonly contrbute m arginally to the total spectralweight, w ith the i= 1 temm
contributing not m ore than 1% to the sum rules. However, one could argue that
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since we are m easuring deviations from the exact sum rule there could still be
som e singular behavior that is left unaccounted for. This could be the casew ith a
very strong (ie. narrow ) sihgularity w ith a dom inant contribution as com pared to
other shgular featuresbut w ith a an all contrioution to the totalsum rule. That
this is not the case is easily concluded from the type of tem s in the expansion
ofEq. [ : the higher order tem s are generated by particle-hol processes of
rotated electrons and do not bring about any new types of excitations that could
lead to som e sort of crtical behavior that the st temm does not bring about
(an exam plke of a new type of excitation would be, for exam pl, a net creation or
anniilation of 2 rotated electrons in the (=U ) term ). Eq. M) is then rew ritten
as X

Blk;!)=N. hE¥ $SiT (¢ ED e, (311)

£

where the nalstates are described by occupations of rotated electrons, which we
w ish to reform ulate in tem s of pssudofermn ions.

3.1.3 Classi cation of the eigenstates of the m odel

T he purpose of this section is to "sketch" the decom position of the state sum —
m ation appearing In the expression for the spectral function, into summ ations
over subspaces de ned by pssudoferm ion deviational num bers and occupational
con gurations. The m athem atical details necessary for an exact com putation of
the spectral function w ill then be presented in subsequent sections. For reasons
apparent in section [lM), the ©llow .ng theory willnot include any nite num —
bers of % Yang holons orHL spinons, to the contrary of the theory developed in
Refs. [ ]and []. This will sin plify the de nitions of the relevant processes
and subspaces introduced in this section.

In section [llM) the PS subspace was introduced. This subspace is spanned
by the ground state and all statesgenerated from itby a nitenumberofelctronic
processes, ie. by nitedeviations N and N « N;).Now,duetoEgs. [lll)
and [lM), these quantities are uniquely expressble In temm s of deviations of
pseudoferm fons, 7 Yang holons, and £ HL spinons, respectively:

N= N o+2L, 1+2 N,

N

(].\] " N#)= N c0 2]-_5’ 2 NS]_ 2 NS (3.12)

NI

which m eans that we can equivalently say that the P S is spanned by the ground
state and all excited energy eigenstates with nite deviations of c0 and sl pssud-
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oferm ions, with nite (or zero) numbers of ¢ ( 1) and s ( 2) pssud-
1

oferm ons and wih nite (or zero) numbers of 3 Yang holons and % HL
soinons, respectively. O ne should note that 1) the ground state, bbeled 5 S1i, is
vold ofc ( 1) and s ( 2) pseudoferm ions as well as of% Y ang holons
and % HL spinons, respectively, 2) apart from pure creation and annihilation
of pseudoferm ions, the generation of the excited states which span the PS also
Involvesa nite num ber ofparticle-hole processes in the = c0;sl bands, 3) the

& 0;sl branches have no ground state pssudoferm ion occupancy and thus
do not have any Ferm i ponnts. However In these cases, the lm iting canonical
m om entum values for the e ective Brillouin zone play the rok of the Femm i

points. To summ arize from section (M) :

NH@= Geo = @k 3 3 §=-
a
N @= @a 0= &: 30 3 9= ke (313)
N° @=0 W d
where
& =kev Ky = 2;3;:::
1
£=—-— 2=  n) = 1;2;::: (314)
a a
In the ©llowing, kt the ndex = denote the lft Ferm i point and/or
shakeup discrete m om entum shift of psesudoferm ions towards an aller canonical
momentum values ( = ) and the right Femm i point and/or shakeup discrete

mom entum shift of pseudoferm jons towards Jarger canonical m om entum values
( = +).Letusnow count the num ber ofpssudoferm ions created and annihilated
attheFem ipoints ( = c0;sl) and at the lin iting canonicalm om entum values
of the e ective B rillouin zone ( & 0;sl) on the one hand, and the number
of psaudoferm ions created and annihilbted away from these points on the other.
T he principal reason for this division is due to the fact that n the continuum
mom entum 1im it, the Fem i seas becom e com pact since the m om entum  soacing
(2 =L) ! 0. Hence a non zero phase shift Q (g) inside the Fem i1 sea can not
be detected due to the uniform occupation of pseudofermm ions.

H owever, the situation isdi erent w ith the outm ost canonicalm om entum val-
ues g that becom e shifted to a value for which there are no occupancies on
the positive ( = +) and the negative ( = ) side of that canonicalm om entum
valie. Thism eans that the valuie ofQ (g ) de nesthe new canonicalFerm i
points, whith are unigue for each value of U=t), n and the transition in con-
sideration. Thus, creating or annihilating pssudofem ions at their Fem i points
should contribute m uch m ore to the dynam ics than the corresponding actions on
pseudoferm ions nside the Ferm is=a.
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Let the num ber of = 0;sl pssudofem ions created or annihilated at the
positive ( = +) and negative ( = ) Fem ipoints respectively, be denoted by
N O;F; .For € 0;sl thede niion isthe sam ebutw ith "Ferm ipoint" replaced
by "lm iting e ective B rillouin zone canonicalm om entum value" thowever, wew ill
stick to "Fem ipoint" even when €& 0;sl, keeping In m ind that we actually
refer to the lim ting e ective B rillouin zone canonicalm cm entum values). Ifwe
add the extra contribution from the shakeup e ect, weobtain anumber N F .=

N %% + Q=2 of pseudoferm ions at the positive ( = +) and negative
( = ) Fermm ipoints respectively. T his "half particlke addition" re ects the shift
from Integers or halfodd Integers to halfodd integers or integers, respectively,
of the quantum num bers introduced by the Takahashi string hypothesis. Thus,
the total num ber deviation of pseudoferm ions at the Fem ipointsis N ' =

N F .+ N7 .Sinilarl, we de ne the pseudoferm ion current deviation

J ¥ logically asthedi erence between thenumberof  pseudofemn ions created
or annihilated at the right and the left Fem ipoints respectively, ie. 2 JF =

N F N 7. .W e thusobtai the ollow ing

NF=NF,++NF;) N F

2JF = NF N ’ 2

(3.15)
i+
T he corresoonding num ber deviation of  pssudoferm ions created or annihilated
away from the right and the left Ferm ipoints respectively, isdenoted N NF .

T hese di erent types of deviational num bers correspond to di erent types of
ground state ! nalstate processes. W e w ill classify these processes asA , B and
C respectively, according to:

A : Creation or annihilation of pseudoferm ions away from the Fem i
points ( = 0;sl) or the lim ing canonical m om entum values for the
e ective Brillouin zone ( & 0;sl). This isa nie energy and nie
m om entum process, a ecting the number N NF |

B : Creation orannihilation of  pseudoferm ionsattheFem ipoints (=
a;sl) orthe lim iting canonicalm om entum values forthe e ective B rillouin
zone ( € c0;sl). For the = c0;sl branches, this is a zero energy and

nie mom entum process a ecting the number N ¥ . It transfom s the
) and the sl densely packed ground state con gurations into excited state
densely packed con gurations.

C:Smallmomentum and low energy particle-hol processes near the =
a0; sl keft and right Fem ipoints respectively, relative to the densely packed
con gurations obtamned through processes B . For these processes, we w ill
assum e that the c0 and the sl psesudoferm ions disperse linearly.
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At a later stage, we w ill use this classi cation of the pssudofermm ion processes
when expressing the (rotated) electronic cperators in tem s of pseudoferm ionic
operators. In Ref. 1] there is a sim ilar classi cation of the di erent types of
processes, however also ncluding the numbers L | 1. For reasons apparent in
section M), we do not need to include these num bers here. A 1o, we willnot
Ihclide particlke-hole processes which are not in the viciniy of the Fem ipoints,
due to the very am all e ect these excitations have on the one electron spectral
weight [1].

A s the ground state is well de ned In tem s of occupational num bers of
pseudofermm ions, the excited energy eigenstates are well de ned In tem s of de-
viational num bers of these pssudoferm ions. Indeed, each excited state is char-
acterized by a number N ° + N of pseudofermm ions, as well as by a number
L, 1 ofYang holons ( = ¢) and HL soinons ( = s). Foreach combination of
these num bers, there exists then a subspace ofm any states allw ith the sam e de—
viationalnum bers, but w ith di erent canonicalm om entum dependent occupancy
con gurations. This is particularly evident when considering the = 0;sl
particle-hole processes C, which for each set of numbers £ N g _ .,
soond to m any di erent eigenstates of the m odel w ith each of these having a

corre—

gi erent con guration of 0 and sl pssudofem ions, as given by N @) where
N @= N

T he subspace of statesw ith xed deviationalnumbers N forall branches

is called "0 pseudofem ion, holon and spinon ensemble subspace", abbreviated

q

"CPHS ensamblk subspace", n Refs. ] and 1], ifwe also nclude xed (pos—
sbly nonzero) num bers L ;L ofYangholons ( = ¢) and HL soinons ( = s).
N ote that there can be m any states characterized by the sam e values of the

deviationalnumbers N , but w ith di erent values of the deviational num bers
N F; (for = 0;sland = ) . M oreover, we note that foreach statewith a

xed num ber of the ©llow ing deviations and numbers: N , N ¥ ,and L 1
(for = c0;sl and = ), there exists a subspace w ith a total num ber of ¥"
particleholk pairs for = 0;sl, due to the C processes. A typical elem ent of
this subspace contains one speci ¢ particle-hole con guration of N fél num ber of

A pseudofemm ion pairs and N §1h num ber of sl pssudofermn ion pairs, w ith energy

and m om entum as speci ed by the numbersm ., ofEq. [lll). Therefre, we
w i1l see that the sum m ation over the particle-hole tow ers of states w ill reduce to
the sum m ation over the integer num bersm

T he total num ber of subspaces here considered is less than what is being
considered In Refs. 1] and []. However, sihce we only study one electron
soectral functions, to the contrary ofthe studies ofthese references, we can a ord
to sim plify the subspace descriptions and m Inin ize the totalnum ber of subspaces
needed.
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314 Energy,momentum and num ber deviations

A s before, we w ill not bother with nite occupancies of L ;L due to the nd-
ings of section [llM), which will sin plify the expressions for the energy and
m om entum deviations.

The energy deviations E = E @A)+ E C) for = 0;sl give
the total energy deviation from the ground state due to the A and C processes,
respectively, and sin flarily E = E @A) or € 0;sl branches. We

rem ind ourselves that the B processes are zero energy processes. A fiterde ning the
Fourer transform of the electronic operator nside the spectral function, we will
Bbtajn another delta function for them om enta, ofthe orm 4, ,where P =

P .Herewehave P = P @A)+ P B)+ P C) or = 0;sl
and P = P @)+ p B) for 6 0;sl howevernotethat P4 B)= 0,
for 2). The above energy spectra are given in temm softhe energy bands in Eq.
) together w ith the pseudoferm jon num ber deviations under consideration.
W e thus ocbtain a connection between the variables of the soectral function and
the energies and m om entum occupancies of our pssudoferm ions:

IR NE S
E @)=s;n NVF (@)
=1
2 v X
E C)= L m ( = 0;sl)
IN,NE S
P @)=s;n N VF % (= 0;sl)
=1
NF Ing
P. @)= 1+ ) N} G (316)
=1
Pl
Ps @)= o]
=1 |
3 3
PoB)=4ke T+ JI+ J! ma$ 1)
=1 1 =2
®
PaB)=2kpy J5 2 Jl mas 0)



x
P. B)= NZ
=1
2 X
P (C)=f m . ( = c0;sl)

w here the expressions for P o B) and P ; B) stem from the e ect accounted
or n section [lM), nam ely that the € c0;sl psesudoferm ions at the lim iting
canonicalm om entum values are felt by the = c0;sl psesudofemm ions as if they
were scattering centers at the 0 and sl Fem ipoints, respectively (for an exact
derivation, sese Ref. [11]]) . A ssum Ing a given m om entum and energy reached by
the A and B processes, m ,; measures the number of m om entum steps In units
of 2 =L),tothelft ( = ) orto theright ( = +), ofsuch am om entum value.
This sin ulates the particlk-hole C processes in the vicinity of the = d0;sl
Fem ipoints. T here are m any particle-hole processes contribbuting to one num ber
m , (thisdescription of the particle-hol excitations coincides w ith that ofRef.

D.

The number deviations are expressed as -functions at the correspoonding

canonicalm om entum valies. However, n order to achieve the right din ension
of our expressions, we need to rem em ber that the quantities that have to equal
each other in order forthe -function to contrbute, are the quantum num bers of
the Takahashiequations, say I and I°. W hen going to the continuous system , we
then have that:
' L L , 2
= igrg! 794 74 =T @ & N. 1 61D

whereL = aN ;.

In this fashion, we have for the various num ber deviations introduced in the
sections above, that

N =N+ NF

N @=N"Y"@+ NF @+ N P
5 INTES
N NF(q>=fsgn N TF @ 9 (3.18)
i=1

F _2 F
N (q)_ f N ; ;san () (HJ 21 )

ph 2 X I\kph;
N (q)=f [ @ &) @ )l

= i=1

where N P! = N ph;+ + N ph,. . It is these deviations that enter expressions like Eq.
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) o:nd Eq. ) in the evaluation of the energy deviations and phase shifts,
respectively.

3.1.5 Yang holonsand HL spinons

Having de ned the relevant pssudofem ionic processes and subspaces, we need
to clarify how the rotated electronic creation/annihilation operator nside the
soectral function relatesto the pssudoferm ions. T he subsequent analysis is fiirther
explained n Refs. []] L] 0], even though herewe can pro t from the sin pler
case ofhaving only one electronic creation or annihilation operator. This fact w ill
sim plify our studies and we w ill not need to derive selection rules connecting the
operators to the total number of L | 1 Yang holons ( = ¢) and HL spinons
( = s) that can be created (these selection rules becom e trivial In the one
electron spectral function case).

To start w ith, et usnote that the operatore% stands for 4 di erent operators:
6%.’.., e;.’#, eyv and ey respectively, where j= 0;1;2;::;;N, 1. However, considering
our speci ¢ ground state and that we do not consider the UHB, we Introduce the
projction operators1 @ ¢ )= 1 n according to:

RHB g ! ¢ 0 nry)
LHB g ! & 1 n) (319
where = and j= 0 in the spectral expressions ofthis chapter and of chapter

m.
W e havem any tin es clain ed that we do not need to consider nalstatesw ih
nite occupancies of £ Yang holns and 7 HL spinons. In the Hllow ing, we
w ill m otivate this clain .

D ue to not considering the UHB, we note instantly that we can never create
any L, 1 Yang holons nor any ¢ ( 1) pseudofem ions, L, 1= N, =0
always. M oreover, the total number of % HL spihons can never exceed one.
This is easily seen by the ollow ing two considerations: F irst, it is im possible to
form a % HL spinon eitherwhen annihilating a #-s0in rotated electron (the only
possibility isthat the #-soih rotated electron cam e from a sl pssudoferm ion, thus
leaving an unpaired + % HL soinon) orwhen creating a "-spin rotated electron (of
the sin ple reason that there is no com bination of quantum ob fcts that would
allow a formm ation ofa % HL soinon in this case), respectively. Second, we can
create either zero orone % HL sonhon (s) when annihilating a "-soin rotated elec-
tron or when creating a #-spin rotated electron, regpectively. Tn the rst case, we
may (crm ay not) annihilate the "-spin rotated electron from a sl pseudofermm ion,

leading to a single unpaired % HL soinon kft n the system . On the otherhand,
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if the spin degrees of freedom of the "-spin rotated electron was a + 3 HL spinon,
the resulting system w ill continue to be void of % HL spinons. In the second
case, the spn part of the created #-soIh rotated electron can either couple w ith
a sl pssudofemm ion (thus decreasing the num ber of + % HL spinonsby one), or it
can ram ain unocoupled in the system , giving rise to one % HL soinon.

W e must ram nd ourselves here that the Yang holons and HL spinons are
quantum ob gcts that are nvariant under the electron — rotated electron uniary
operator\? U /t) . M oreover, their energy and m om entum values rem ain constant
during any ground state !  nalstate transition. A spointed out in section (),
the Yangholonsand H L spinons are neither scatterers nor scattering centers. T his
can easily be ssen since they do not su er any phase shifts under an arbirary
ground state ! nal state transition. Tt follow s that these quantum ob Fcts do
not a ect the dynam ics of the m odel.

In the case of the HL spoinons, there are som e straightforward estin ates one
can do com paring the spectralweight between nalstateswih L, 1= lto nal
statesw ith L, 1= 0, respectively. Let us rst form the candidate nal state:

Fi= $Y4LW Si 3.20)

where $Y brings the LW S state up one notch on the IW S ! HW S ladder. By
direct evaluation of the nom , we obtain

h i
nffi= LW SH $YLW Si= hw S5 S ;$Y LW si

W S§YS LW Si= 2HLW S$%4W Si= L 321)

by using the com m utation relations of the SU (2) algebras and by noting that
g LW Si= 0. Thismeans that a proper nom alized state which isnota IW S
butwih onel . 1 occupancy, is given by

1 4
Fi= pL:Syj.W si 322)

N ow , by using the explicit orm ©rS.,Eq. ), togetherw ith the usualfem ionic
anticom m utation relations ofthe rotated electrons, we see after som e algebra that

SASC% % SAS = %,. L+ * + 1 M= Gs (3.23)

de ning the operator Gs. Rean em ber that according to our notation convention,
the sym bol 1 stands for creation/annihilation for the operator c% ,aswell as the
num erical valies 1, aswell as the signs
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Fora nalstatewih L, 1= 1,wenow have fora typicalm atrix overlap that

hf 3351=pi:th sS¥.& $si =

1 N
= p= W s¥ $. 551 hHLW SG.$Si (3 24)

where the rst term ofthe last line is always zero since the ground state isa IW S
(note that we follow previous considerations of ktting j = 0 whenever Inside a
m atrix overlap expression). Sinhce we w ill study system s where the m agnetization
ma ! 0, i does not m atter whether we choose to study m atrix elem ents w ith

="= 4+ or =4%#= .
This m eans that by choosing =# forthe RHB and =" forthe LHB, we
obtain nalstateswhich carry no spectralweight if L, . = 1.
o2

W e hence conclude that by choosing the follow Ing rotated electronic operators
forthe RHB and the LHB, respectively:

RHB e 1 my)
LHB (S 325)

3"

we obtain nal states com pletely void of any occupancies of the % Y ang holons
and % HL spinons, respectively. Thus, from now on, these quantum ob gctsw ill
not enter In the llow ing analysis of the one electron spectral finction.

3.1.6 Restricted subspace approxin ation

By restricting ourselves to excited state subspaces such that L 1= N, =0
( 1) the deviationalexpressions for N and @ « Ny) given in Egs. )
can be sin pli ed. M oreover, due to the studiesofRef. [1], nalstateswih nie
occupancies of N ( 3) contribute very m argihally to the spectral function.
In this reference, the follow ng was found for the thermm odynam ic lim it at zero
m agnetization, and for values of the 1lling 0 < na < 1 and arbitrary values of
U=t): Fnal states wih N4 number of sl pssudoferm ions and wih Ng = 0
for 2, generate approxin atively 94% of the total LHB spectral weight and
98% ofthe totalRHB spectral weight, respectively. M oreover, nal states w ith
N g1 number of sl psesudoferm ions and N, > 0 number of s2 pssudoferm ions,
butwih Ny = 0 for 3, generate at m ost approxin atively 6% of the total
LHB spectralweight, and at m ost approxin atively 2% ofthe totalRHB spectral
weight, respectively. Thus, w ith thism otivation, Eqgs. [llll) becom e:

N= N o
N v Ny)= Ngy 2Ng 4Ng 326)
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However, these are not the only relkvant deviations to study. To the con-
trary of system s with free ferm ions, or even system s of soinless ferm ions in the
U=t) ! 1 Hubbard m odel, the totalnum ber of discrete m om entum values N
is In generalnot constant, but deviates from their resgpective ground state values
according to the speci ¢ transition in consideration. W e have:

N =N +N"
N =N “+ N (327)
N =N + NP

where contra-intuitively N 6 N ® i general however, or c0 we will
indeed always have that N , = 0). From section [lll) we have that N ©is
the corresponding ground state num ber, given for the di erent branches by

0_
N =N,

N_"=N. (328)
N, =N. N

as well as the num ber of holes for each branch

NSO=N, Ng
NP=Ng,n 2Ny 2Ng (329)
NE=Ng 2Ng 4Ny

from which it is easily deduced that

N =0

Ngy=Ng Ng 2Ng (3.30)
NSZZ NCO 2Nsl 3N52

N ote that the Jast deviation also can be expressed as
N 2 = N s2 + (].\] " N#) (3.31)

whith expresses the fact that In the zero m agnetization lim i, the entire band
shrinks as m a vanishes. In the zero m agnetization lim it, the entire s2 band is
nonexistent for the ground state snce N, = 0 (and sin ilarly for s bands w ith

3). However, if we create one s2 pssudoferm ion, there appears a canonical
m om entum band w ith a single discrete value, In order to accom m odate for this
quantum obect. Thus in this case, we will have one static s2 psesudoferm ion,
w ith zero energy and w ith zero canonicalm om entum .
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T he last deviational num bers we have to consider regards the eventual con—
trbution from the shakeup e ect, as given by Egs. (). In our case, the
shakeup e ect will contribute forthe speci cbrandh, ifthe ollow ing corresoond-
ing deviations are odd:

a0 : N g+ N g
sl : N g+ N g 3.32)
s2 : st+ NCO

Due to this consideration and the fact that states wih many s2 pseud-
ofermm ions are highly unlkely (ie. produce negligble spectral weight), we will
con ne our nal states to having m axinum one s2 pssudoferm ion. D ue to the

ndings ofRef. 1], we will label the nal states as "Basic" or "Exotic" in ac—
cordance w ith how much the corresponding nal state contributes to the sum
rule. In the follow Ing, ifno s2 pseudoferm ions are created, the corresponding s2
deviations w ill not be accounted for. A Iso, the approxin ative percentage w ith
w hich the transition contribute to the totalsum rul isgiven afterthe ! symbol
In the heading of the each tabl.
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RHB Basic ! 98%

N = 1 N . Ny = +1
N o= 1 Ng= 1

NL2=4+1

N g = 1 =) 2oj=
Ng+ Ngog= 2 =) 9 3=0
RHB E xotic ' 2%

N = 1 N« N)=+1

N o= 1 Ng = 3 Ngop=+1
ND2=4+3

Nagt+ Ng 2 =) %3= 0
N g+ N o 4 =) °3=0
N g o+ N =0 =) PLi=0
LHB Basic I 94%

N = +1 N o Ny =+1

N o= +1 N a1 0

NDI2=+1

N a=0 =) D%HI=0
Na+ Ng=+1 =) Pai=
LHB E xotdc ! 6%

N = +1 N . Ny = +1

N o= +1 N g= 2 Ngp=+1
NL2=4+3

Ng+ Ngeg= 1 =) % 3=
Ng+ Ngog= 1 =) 0 3=
N o+ N g=+2 =) PLI=0

In sin ilar fashion, for example, can the most relevant UHB transitions be
classi ed, by kesping a non zero numberN ; In the expressions for the deviations.
Notethat N o 6 N 2 forboth ofthe LHB transitions. Here, thism eans that
the transition induces one extra sl psesudofermn ionic hole in the sl band.
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In the follow ing, if not stated othermw ise, we will only consider the "B asic"
transitions, which only Involves nite pseudofermnm ion deviations In the c0 and the
sl bands. In other words, all other branches w ill be assum ed to be com plktely
void of pseudoferm ions.

3.2 State dependent dynam ics

3.2.1 Scattering phase shifts: particle-hole processes (C)

U sing the deviationalnum bers de ned in section {ll) togetherwith Eq. [lll),
we can calculate the scattering phase shifts Q (@ and Q, (@ by use of the
quantiy de ned in Eq. () divided by L, which in the continuous m om entum
representation becom es:

Q @=1L df®  Loo@d N oo @ (333)

W e can now specify the scattering phase shifts foreach transition and foreach
process. Scheam atically, we would then have Q @ = Q @A)+ Q (@B)+
Q (g;C) foreach transition. H owever, aswe w ill see by the follow Ing analysis, we
willalwayshavethatQ (g;C) = 0 independently of and the transition under
consideration, due to a pairw ise cancellation of the phase shift of each "partick"
and "holk" pair. To show this, we must recall that the C processes are de ned
In the vicinity of the Ferm i points only, where the lnearization of the dispersion
relations ram ains a valid approxin ation. Thism eans that the m om entum values
for the particle (g,) and the hok (4,) are only a distance 2 J =L apart, where J
isa nite number. W e thus have for these processes a canonicalm om entum shift

given by
Z 0y,
L d S oogd N T =
qOOO
qooo
=2 ool d @) @ o =
C1000
=2 ;oo (@) ;ooldan) = (334)
2 Jd :oo(q;qo)
=2 . 00y . 00Q, =
;ooldian) + T ap ;oo (@an)
= Ch
2Jd Loogd) Q @C) )
=2 =) —— 7" -0 (=L
- o O ) - 0 (1=L?)
q= Ch
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W e ram em ber that In our pseudofermm ion theory, discrete m om entum contri-
butions of order (1=L)3 do not have any physical relevance for j 2. Thus, such
a canonicalm om entum shift is to be treated as equalling zero exactly. Ik is by
this consideration that we clain that all the particle-hol processes belonging to
the sam e tow er of states all share the sam e phase shift.

322 Relative spectralweights: Tow er of states

T he property of the scattering phase shifts derived in the previous section allow s
us to treat the spectral function In two "steps": the st step due to processes
A and B, respectively, producing a spectralweight at (ky;!o), given by a lowest
peak weight A ©” . The second step, due to processes C, pgoduces a spectral
weight wih energy given by !+ !g1, where ! = (%=L) _ v m . and

w ith m om entum given by kg+ kg1, wherek = @2 =L) . W ,,respectively.
Thus, such A, B and C processes contribute to the weight at the point (ko + ko +
ksiilot teot 'a).

The nalweight is a convolution of the weights for = c0 and = g1,
respectively, wherem , is the number ofm om enta steps, m easured in units of
2 =L), to the eft ( = ) or the right ( = +) of the dk!y) point. The
superscrpt (0;0) refersto m ;, = O;m 4 = 0). This procedure is Inspired by
that ofRefs. [ H ], where the sam e problem isstudied n the U=t) ! 1 Im i.
T he spnless ferm ionsused to describe them odel in these references corresoond to
the c0 pseudofermm ions in the arbitrary (U=t) m odel. The "goinons" on the other
hand are carried over from the 1D H eisenberg m odel, which cannot be done in
the arbitrary U=t) case. Indeed, the sl pseudoferm ion should not be com pared
to the notion of "spnons" that isused in Refs. [H1]. In these references, the
soinons have a spin pro ected value of %, w hilst In ourpseudoferm ion theory for
arbirary (U=t), the corresoonding sl psesudoferm ion is a two-spoinon ob fct w ith
zero soin pro gction.

As distinguished by the numbers m , ;m , ), we then obtan a tower
of states wherem , + m , is proportional to the energy of the particular
particlehole process and wherem . m , Iisproportionalto them om entum
of the sam e process. T he num ber of particlke-holk processes contributing to the
fm , ;m ) point grows exponentially as we build the tower. D ue to conven-—
tion, we go to successively m ore negative energies whenever in the RHB and to
successively m ore positive energies whenever in the LHB, as we build the tower
of particle-hol states em erging from m om entum k and energy ! .

As In, for exampl, Ref. [, we now de ne the rwhtive spectral weight
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A (m ;oM ;+) = a m ;m o+ )A ©;0) (3 -35)

In the cited reference only one one spinless fermm ion and one spinon is created
or annihilated, during the one elctron addition or rem oval process. Thus the
explicit form fora @m
In generala numberof N pseudoferm ions is created or annihilated foreach

; sm ) is sinpler than what we w illneed here, where
branch. Thism eans that wherever n Ref. [[], the excited energy eigenstate has
N + 1spinless ferm ions or spinons (for 1= 1), we In ourcase have N° + N
pseudofermm ions. In the follow ing analysis, we w illexplicitly calculatea (1;0)

anda (0;1) which then easily combinesto form a (1;1). For reasons of clarity,
we w ill consider excited energy eigenstates resulting from processes B only, such
that N ¥F = 0, ie. such that there are no pseudoferm ions away from
the densely padked excited Ferm i sea. Thism eans that we willconsider N =

NFf = NP _ + NF, .Furthem ore, wew illconsideronly one pseudoferm ion
taking part in the m ost basic particke-hol excitation process: the one In which
the holem om entum isat the shifted (excied state) Fem ipoint and the particlke
m om entum is just one step away from thispoint, ie. ¢ = g+ (@ =L).Adapted
to ournotation the generalized expression forthe relative w eights, for one particle—
hole pair, is then

NO NF 0
Q Sjnz I %P I\Q S:[n.
=1 =1
a (@Gig)= — - (3.36)
2 P % Q b
2 i 2 i 2
j6 h

sin

T hus, this relative weight is only valid for one particlke-holk pair. M oreover, the
notation a (&,;%) is allowed here due to the sim plicity of the particle-hole pro-
cess In consideration. For any other particle-hole process, we would have to w rite
a m , ;m ) shcethecanonicalm omentum values ofeach particle-hol pair
uniquely de netwo Integers fm ; ;m ;) whilst the converse isnot true. As it
stands, this expression is only valid in the nite system , the continuous m om en—
tum lin it will be taken at a Jater stage. The equivalent expressions for higher
num bers of partick-hol pairs can be found for U=t) ! 1 1In Ref. []] and for
arbitrary U=t) In Ref. 1.

Since we are considering densely packed excited state pssudofermm ion occupa—
tion con gurations, m ost of the factors above w ill cancel w ith each other, which
can be easily seen by explicit calculation ofa (4,79 ) using the follow ing expres—
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sions for the relevant canonicalm om enta:

B Q @) 2 2 -
h=Ght — @=Th=7T L&+ N,
2

However, this fact is only due to som e quite obvious approxin ations, based on
the di erence

Q @ O @
2

% 9= 2? L i+ (3.38)

W e note that In the second tem above, the di erence of the scattering phase
shifts, is always bounded and an all due to the boundedness of the ;00 @)
functions, as com pared to the di erence jI; 1j= 1;2;:::Forexam ple, consider-
ing the "Basic" excitationsofsection [lll), wehavethat 0 () Q (@) =2
attains a typicalm axinum value between 1 and 2 when g; and g are on oppo-—
site sides of the c0 or sl Fem i sea 1], and is always an aller than this value
for any other pair of gy and g;. M oreover, since the scattering phase shifts are
In general continuous functions of the m om entum , when the two canonicalm o—
m enta are close to each other, the di erence of their scattering phase shifts be-
com esnegligble. Thism eans that the di erence between the tw o scattering phase
shifts can always be neglected. M oreover, since the particke and the hole canon-
ical m om enta both are In the vicinity of the sam e Femm i point, we have that
Q (@) Q @) Q (g ). By Pllowing this schan e, we obtain for the
relative weights that:

o . 0 ) NO F
a (i) Yo' ® D o YUY w’ g p)
pis? @ P i), S0 @GR
j6h
(3:39)

which by explicit investigation of the factors allows for the above m entioned
cancellation. A fter this cancellation, what rem ains is

2 N Q (@ ) . 2 N
sin - + o sin n+ —

a hi%p) 5 _— P . (3.40)
sin n+ —= + o sin® -

which in the Jarge systam lin it goes as

2

a @) NF;+¥ (3.41)
2
1+ — N F. L g ) o nto 112
L ' 2
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Even though strictly speaking this form ula for the relative weight isonly valid for
the lowest particke hole excitationsa (1;0) and a (0;1), we notice that there
is a leading order term which does not depend on the systam size. This leading
order tem w ill rem ain untouched as we go to higher particle-hol processes, as
relative weights for successively higher particle-hole excitations only contrute
to the (1=L) tem , which is veri able by suitable m odi cation of Eq. ().

3.2.3 Relative spectralweights: closed form expressions

G enerally, we have particle-hol processes at both sides of the Ferm i sea at the
sam e tin e. This m eans that In the expressions for the rehtive weights of the
preceding section, we will have to consider m any particlke-hole pairs (@17%1),
@27 F2)r 22ty (qleh;quph). The expression for the relative weights for m ore
than one particle-hok pairaregiven In Refs. 1] U=t! 1 ) and ] @oirary
U=t). For exam ple, to continue our study form , = 1 ofthe previous section,
it is easily shown that the relative spectral weight of two particke-hole processes
can be w ritten as (adapted to our notation):

22 Gh1 Sho sjnz D1 D2

Sm
a Gi=a O;lla G0 e 5 oo (342)
sm 2 sn 2

w hich by introduction ofthe quantum num bers In the sam eway asbefore becom es

a (;1)=a ©0;l)a @1;0) 1+ 0 (1=L?) (3.43)

w here the exact cancellation ofthe (1=L) tem sisa result ofthem , = 1 special
case. E xactly the sam e procedure can be repeated for successively higher particle-
hole excitations, ie. ornumbersm , = 1;2;::; wih successive contributions
to the rst order correction temm . In generalasm ; increaseswe w illhavem ore
and m ore factors that do not cancel in the expression for the relative weight. The
num ber of factors that do not cancel grow s exponentially with m , , wih an
additional exponential increase of the factors that m ixes the canonicalm om enta
for the holes and the particles of the kft and the right Fem ipoints, respectively.
A sshown above, thise ect isnotpresent nourm , = 1 example. The expres-
sions involving m any particle-holk pairs are very involred and an exact derivation
of the various cases for ncreasingm , willnot be given here since it ismore
confusing than enlightening. H owever the m ethod used is exactly the same as In
the exam ple shown above. D ue to the num ber of non-cancelling factors present,
we nd that we have to relax the O (1=L) correction tem slightly, according to

a m ; ;m ,'+)= a ; (In ; )a i+ m ,'+) l+ O (JnL:L) (3-44)
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w hich nevertheless allow s for a com plete description of the spectralweights ofthe
processes C In the them odynam ic lim it.

In section [lM) it wasm entioned that the dynam ics ofthe system should, in
the continuum I i, depend heavily on the scattering phase shifts at the Fermm i
points. Considernow aground state ! nalstate transition. T he pssudoferm ions
that are Inside the Ferm isea becom e shifted from one canonicalm om entum value
to another that is also Inside the Fermn i sea, and that thus was also occupied In
the original ground state. Thus, the corresponding phase shift becom es lke a
grain of sal In a bow 1 of water that technically is visbl during the transition
itself, but that in the nalstate becom es "dissolved" in the lled densely packed
excited energy eigenstate. Note however that this is only true for the continu-
ous mom entum lim it. The shifted Fermm i points on the other hand, de ne the
boundaries for the new Fem isea. Because ofthis, the am ount that the canonical
m om enta at the Fem ipoints have shifted, gr ,, isan inportant quantity for
the description of the dynam ics of the model. W e can see or example In Eq.

) that

2 Q (& )
L= NP+ 345
dr L ; 5 ( )
which m eans that by de ning
q 2
2 = F (3 .46)
R =L]
we have Indeed
a L;0)=a , M)=2
a O;L=a =2 " 347)
a G;=a , Wa + 0= 2 2 7

forL ! 1 . Thequantities?2 w illbe very in portant in our subsequent study
of this problm . A s already m entioned, this analysis can be carried to higher
orders, which give for exam ple,

2 @ + 1)
a ;0)0=a , @-= 2
272t +1)
a 0;2)=a ;@)= 5 (3.48)
and so forth, reaching the general result
2 2 + 1) :::(2 +m . 1)
a ;m ;)= : (3.49)

m )
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A gebraically, this can be rew ritten as

m o, +2 ) 1
: )= ' 2
a ;m ;) o .+ @ ) [« )]

2 1

;) (3.50)
w here the approxin ation isalm ost exact except forthe rst few (1=L) positions In
the tower of particle-hol states, provided that 2 & 0.For2 = 0 there is
no change In the canonicalm om entum valie ofthe Fem ipoint and hence there
is no dynam ical change between the ground state con guration and the excited
energy eigenstate con gurations of pseudofermm ions at that Fem ipoint.

Eqg. ) show sthe power law type behavior ofthe spectralweight generated
by the particle-hol processes, w ith exponent equalto 2 1). This exponent
cbviously changes for each position In the (k;!) plane that the processes A and
B brings the excitation to. Furthem ore, the total spectral weight at a certain
position in the tower of states w ill then becom e a summ ation of contrlbutions
from di erent particle-hol processes originating from neighboring points In the
k;!') plne due to processes A and B. Therefore, the nal exponent will be
di erent from the exponent given here, aswe w ill take into account contributions
from m any di erent overlapping tow ers of states.

3.2.4 Scattering phase shifts: A and B processes

In the previous section, we derived a closed form expression for the relative spec—
tral weight for the particle-hole processes follow ng a given A and B process.
T he spectral weight generated by the particlke-hole processes is crucially depen-—
dent on the phase shift that the processes A and B produces. Since N @ =

N YF @+ N (@ PrtheA and B processes, we sin ilarily have by de nition
NE) E)

Q (g )=29 (g )+ Q (g ).Wehave
Q ) X X
2<a - soo(g ;D) N oo =
OOqO
X X
= joolg ) N o+ NN @51
OOqO

where by the use of Eq. [lll) we see that

- dq joo(a ) N Do g () @ o00)=

’

= ;o0( @ ;Oqﬂoo)NFoo,.o 352)

102



To thisend, we willde ne som e quantities ] ,oowhere j= 0;1:

j,-oo= ;oot soo(@ o oo+ (1Y Loo(@ ; @ oo) (353)
which mpliesthat ,o00( @ ; % o0) can be expressed as
0
;oo((ﬁ ;0%00)250;004_51;00 ;0 ;00 (3.54)

T he Introduction ofthese quantities sin plify the expressions of the scattering
phase shiftsaswe w illsee below . Togetherw ith the dentity N %o o0= °J % o+
N ¥ =2 we can substiute Eq. [lll) nto Eq. M) to cbtain

) F X F
N N
© 2(@: )= JF 2 + 1;00JF00+ 0,.00 e (3.55)
00
which obviously in plies that
Q—((a)+ NF.: l.ooJFoo+ O.oo e (3.56)
2 ’ oo ’ ’ 2
so that we nally obtain, by perform ing the ° °= <0;sl summ ation,
N & NG, 0" e )]
2 = l;coJch:o"' l;le§1+ O,-co 20"' O;sl 28"' 2
(357)
w here generally
NF) X
Q (g )
> = sgn N % ;oo @ A+ ool @ o)+ it
00
tooseela gdiyae ) B58)

isthe scattering phase shift at the Fem ipoint due to the created or annihilated

0 9pseudoferm jonsw ith canonicalm omenta o, o, =15 q‘j?N Ny for °0%= 0;sl.
N ote that for the "Basic" transitions of section [lll), we w ill alvays have that
JN NF9= 0;1. The quantities 2 ulin ately control the behavior of the
soectral function in the ;! ) plne. W e w ill see Iater that di erent linear com bi-
nationsof2 _,and2 _; form the exponents ofthe one electron spectral function
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forthe excitations for the "B asic” transitions, which lad to a power-law behavior
of the spectral function. Thism ixing of the various 2 's is a result of the fact
that several di erent processes contribute to the sam e vicinity ofa typical point
in the ;! ) plane, as is evident In the case of overlapping tow ers of states.

3.2.5 Excited state characterization

Th section [lM), we ©und that nearly all of the total spectral weight was dom —
nated by two types of transitions for both the RHB and the LHB . T hese transi-
tionswere called "B asic" and "E xotic", respectively, due to their pssudofermm ionic
content (as shown by the occupancy num ber deviations) and their contrioution
to the totalsum rule. A sm entioned in that section, and as in plicitly assum ed in
the subsequent sections, we only consider the "Basic" transitions. T hese transi—
tions are such that the only bands w ih nie occupancies are the c0 and the sl
bands. They contribute to about 98 RHB) and 94% (LHB) of the total sum
rule, respectively. In this section we w ill express them om entum k and energy !,
which are the variables of the spectral function, in tem s of the psesudoferm ionic
or the pseudoferm ionic hole canonicalm om enta. The procedure is actually quite
straightforw ard, considering that we have already calculated allthe relevant quan—
tities needed. A 1l that ram ains is to soecify exactly how the speci c transitions
here considered a ect these quantities. From section () we have that the
variables of the spectral function obey

X
Ef Egs= E A)+ E C)
=c0;s1l
X
Fes= P &)+ P @®B)+ P () (359)

=c0;sl

Pg

Sihcewew illonly consider the "B asic” transitionswe can sim plify the expressions
ofEq. M) according to:

1E=1 s;n N 5 @)+ smn N 57 o) (3.60)
1P=1 sgn N 57 ago+son N 7 ai+ 4dke TS5+ 2key TL)

where we have used the fact that we will never have m ore than one c0 or sl
pseudoferm ion created or annihilated. g and gy are the corresponding m om en—
tum values for the created or annihilated scattering centers, which should not
be confused with the Fem im omentum & , nor w ith the lim iting m om entum

value for the e ective Brillbuin zone . Judging from Eq. [lll), we see
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that we w illhave qualitatively di erent expressions for the quantities 2 w hen
pseudofermm ions or pseudoferm ion holes are created at any of the Ferm ipoints on
the one hand, and when they are not, on the other. This leads us to consider
four di erent cases Where in the follow Ing "P " stands for those P seudoferm ions
created or annihilated away from the Fem ipoints):

1. 2P oontribution: N either the c0 nor the sl psesudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion
hole are created at any of the Femm ipoints. T his contribution w ill lead to
the overall "background" ofthe weight distrdoution ofthe spectral function,
as both pseudoferm ions or pseudoferm ion holes are dispersive, kading to
contributions over nearly the whole range ofallowed k and ! values.

2. sbranch (1P): The 0 pssudoferm ion or pseudoferm ion hol is created at
the kft orthe right 0 Fem ipoint and the sl pssudoferm ion hole is created
away from any ofthe sl Fem ipoints. Thisw ill lead to a line In the &k;!)
plane, follow Ing the dispersion of the sl pssudoferm ion hole.

3. cbranch (1P):The sl pssudoferm ion hole is created at the kft or the right
sl Fem ipoint and the <0 pssudofem ion hole is created away from any of
the 0 Ferm ipomts. Thiswill lad to a line in the (;!) plane, follow hg
the dispersion of the 0 pssudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion hole.

4. Ferm i contrlbbution (0P ): Both pssudofermn ions or pssudofemm ion holes are
created at their keft or right Ferm i points, respectively. T his contribution
Jads to a spectral weight distrbution In the vicinity of certain points in
the (k;!) plane.

This distinction is m erely due to the number of di erent ways that we can
caloulate spectralweight in (k; ! ) dom ainstopologically di erent from each other,
as well as due to the ocbservation that thenumbers N ¥ and JF aredi erent
In each of the cases above. Before we m ove on, however, there are two special
cases which willbe in portant In the follow ing. They are classi ed as

1. 2P contribution —Border Lines: T hese line shapes share the de nition ofthe
general 2P contribution described above, but w ith the additional require—
m ent that the velocity of the non Fem i c0 psesudoferm jon is equal to the
velocity of the non Fem i sl pseudoferm ion hole. This extra requiram ent
con nes the 2P spectral weight to certain lnes in the ;! ) plane. W ewill
e that the general expressions for the 2P contrlbution are singular as the
tw o velocities becom e equal, giving rise to a divergent feature of the overall
soectral function.
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2. sbranch and cbranch - Luttinger contribution (1P ): This "partial line
shape" shares the de nitions of the sbranch and the chbranch described
above, w ith the di erence that the digpersive sl (sbrandh) orc0 (cbrandh)
pseudofermm ion has a nite but am all energy. T hese excitations, which are
close to the Fem ienergy level, belong to the subgpace of excitations usually
described by the Luttinger liquid theory. W e w ill see that excitations be-
longing to the branch linesbut in the region of very an allenergies w illhave
di erent nalexpressions of the 11l spectral function, as com pared to the
expressions of the nite energy sbranch and the nite energy cbranc, re—
spectively. T he values of the critical exponents at low energies are cbtained
In this regin e, and have been shown to reproduce known resuls ocbtained
by conform al eld theory 0] ] L],

To m ake the follow ing analysis easier, we note that

o;F o;F

N7 =N+ N7
23F=nN%% N + (3.61)
byusing N ¥, = N % + @ =2 andwhere =0Q°= = 1;0;1.

Lastly, wew illexpresstheRHB and the LHB annihilation and creation rotated
electronic operators in term s of pseudoferm ionic operators. T he latter operators
arede ned in Eq. (), and denoted £, and f;; In the canonicalm omen-
tum representation, and f;’ and f;;, in thee ective lattice representation
(Where j is denotes the e ective lattice site coordinate). T he rotated electronic
operators occurring In the expression for the spectral function are local opera-—
tors and can be uniquely expressed In termm s of local pseudoferm ionic operators.
W ithout further due, the conversion between the two representations results in

the follow ng lrading order expressions for the = c0;sl pseudoferm Jjons:
RHB S (1 mym) Bicofi0e1
LHB <. @ my) £y (3.62)

w here the 0 pseudoferm ion is annihilated RHB) or created (LHB) at position
X4 = agJ and the sl pseudoferm ion hole is created RHB) at position x5 = ag; 5,
such that x; x0 ], In the latter case, we also produce a sl pssudoferm ion
hole, however, this holke results from the em ergence of one extra canonical m o—
mentum valie in the sl mom entum space, and not due to the destruction of
a sl pseudofermm ion, as con m ed by the analysis n section (). The LHB

transition is further describbed in section [l .
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n Eq. M), we use the approxin ation sign for the follow ing reason: T here
should be a pre-factor on the right side ofthe equalities above, which In Ref. 1]
isdenoted 1=C ;. For exam pl, the strict operator equality for the dom inant con-—
tribbution of the LHB transition, is given by Eq. (47) of that reference. H owever,
for our cases, this pre-factor reduces to a sim ple phase factor, since the quantities
denoted G and G ; In this reference are both equalto one, as can be seen in Eq.
(57) of that reference. M oreover, the argum ent of this phase factor is given by
the discussion and the equalities on page 17 of that reference. Since this phase
factor w ill not be in portant for the subsequent analysis, it is om ited here.

A note on the e ective lattice: The lattice site index j is not arbirary.
R ather, a rotated electron being created or annihilated on a lattice site position j,

corresoonds in the cases considered here to creation or annihilation of = 0;sl
pseudofermm ions on strictly de ned e ective lattice site coordinates. These
coordinates can be found iIn the discussion on page 12 of Ref. []]. We nd

that the 0 e ective lattice site is the sam e as the rotated electronic lattice site,
whilst the sl e ective Jattice site §° equals the closest integer number to jnn !
jn=2 asm ! 0. Note that x; %0, 1e. that the two pseudoferm ions are
(@pproxim atively) created or annihilated at the sam e spatial coordinate.
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32,6 TheRHB "Basic" transition

The RHB "Basic" transition involves creation of one c0 pssudoferm ion hole and
one sl pseudoferm ion hok. I is characterized by % j= and P 5= 0 and
thus o= sgn @ 20) and 4 = 0 respectively. In the case of the "sbranch" and
the "cbranch", we will need to specify at which Fem ipoint the c0 and the sl
pseudoferm ion hole, respectively, is created. For this, we w illde ne the quantity

=son@E ).
1. RHB 2P contribution: 2k < gy < 2kg ky< g1 < key
N o' = 1 NGH=0 Jo= o2
NgT= 1 N;5=0 Ja=0
QCOCF) (2k)=2 = 1+ éO;cO =2
Q s]fF ) ( ]? #) =2 = c0 ;l;cO=2
N F) _ _
QcO ( 21?)_2 - cO;cO( 21? ;ch)+ cO;sl( 21? ;qsl)
NF) P
Qg (ky)=2 = s1;00 ( B#7do) + s1501 ( g7 1)
'
0 o0 Qe (2k)
2 cO= +
2 2
'y
0 sll;cO Qsl(NF) ( ky)
2 4= +
2 2
V= @)t <1 @) k= qgo+ a 02Ky
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2. RHB sbranch: Go =
N 5" =0 N 5=
NJF= 1 NE =
o (2k)== = «
04" (ky)=2

0 —
sl;c0_2+ ( c0

q
,
Il
o

0:0)=2F (0 ) (o D=2

1 _
c0) sl;c0_2

c0;s1 ( 2k ;1)

sis1 ( K gick1)

<2
_ C(I)O,‘CO ( o c0) éO;cO Q cO(N ) ( 2k)
2w 2 " 2 ’ 2
! 2
_ 21;c0 ( c0 CO) ;.l,-co Q sl(N ) ( ]? #)
2 = = - + -
L= &1 (@) k= g (o c0)2Kg

109



3. RHB cbranch: 2k < qo < 2ky  G1 = aikps

N o' = 1 NGH=0 J % =2
N 5" =0 NG= 1 Ja= a2
Qco(F) (2k)=2 = 20;sl=2+ co ( éo;co D=2« éO;sl=2
st) (ky)=2 = (@ gl;sl):2+ c0 ;1;c022+ s ;l;sl)zz
Ou ) (28)=2 = op0( 2k ;Go)
QSI(NF) (kp=2 = s1;c0 ( ¥ 47G0)
'y
5 _ 20;sl 0 éo;co sl cle;sl Qco(NF) ( 2k)
co — + +
2 2 2 2
'y
_ Sl;sl c0 él;co sl ;1;51 Qsl(NF) ( ky)
2 = + +
2 2 2 2
c0 (o) k= gy 02Kr T s1kry
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4. RHB Fem i contribution: Go = 02kg k1= s1Kkr#

N =0 NE= 1 J5= (o o=

NG =0 Ng= 1 Ja s1=2

Qco(F) (2k)=2 = ( SO;CO gO;sl)=2+ (o c0) éo,-co D=2« éO;sl=2
Qsl(F) (k=2 = ( 2l;c0 21;51):2"' (o c0) ;Ll;c0:2+ s1 @ ;1;51):2

0y ' (2k)=2 =0

o (ky=2 =0

0 0 1 1 2
2 _ (cO ;0 + c0;sl ) ( c0 c0 ) c0;c0 " sl c0;s1
<0 2 2 2
0 0 1 1 2
2 _ (sl;cO + sl;sl ) ( o c0) s1;c0 " sl sl;sl
st 2 2 2
'=0 k= gikey (0 c0)2Kg
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32,7 The LHB "B asic" transition

The LHB "Basic" transition has a peculiarity that is absent In the RHB case,
nam ely that even though no sl pssudofermn ions are annihilated from the system,
one sl pseudofermm ion hole is being created. The created "-spin rotated electron
opens up the canonical m om entum space for the sl psesudoferm ions, allow Ing
one m ore discrete canonicalm om entum valie in the sl band, w thout changing
the num ber of sl pssudoferm ions present. Thus we have that N 4 = 0 and

N = +1,which nducesa shake-up in the sl band, ie. P j= Oand P j=
and thus o = 0and 4 = sgn @ 21) respectively. The canonical m om entum
value of this sl pssudofem ion hole controls the dynam ics of the sl band, and we
w il thus cbtain di erent dynam ical descriptions of the spectralweight depending
on whether thishol is created at any ofthe Fermm iponntsoraway from theFem i
points. Actually, the sl pssudoferm ionic current will depend on where the sl
pseudoferm ion hole is created, which is also why the number 4 willnot appear
In any of the expressions below . The fact that p§1j= does not m ean that we

rst shake—up the sl band and then create a sl pssudoferm ion hole in it, rather, it
is the em ergence of one extra canonicalm om entum value, ie. the Increase In the
totalnum ber of allow ed canonicalm om entum points, which induces the shakeup
e ect.

Thus, In spite of the creation of one sl pssudoferm ion hole, the expression
of the rotated electron creation operator in temm s of pssudoferm ionic operators
does not Include a sl pssudofermn ionic annihilation operator. However, the sl
pseudoferm ion hole that em erges, gives rise to a nite current if it appears on any
of the sl Fem ipoints which forma ! 0 ocolncide wih the e ective B rillouin
zone lim its).

The way to see this is that if the hole em erges inside the sl Fem i s=a, it
"pushes" all the sl pssudofemm ions on its keft side a half step towards the kft
and all the sl pseudofermm ions on its right side a half step towards the right. This
m eans that we w illhave a "halfparticle addition" at each Fem ipoint, in plying
that N 5 = 2+ 2 = 1 even though J[ = 0. If the hok emerges at the
Fem ipoint then it will only have sl pssudofermn ions on the right ( = ) or on
the kft ( = +) side of i, and the above m entioned "pushing" will result n a
global relocation of all s1 pseudofermn ions present in the band. In this case we
havethat N [ = 0 (sihce the em ergence of the holk at one ofthe Ferm ipoints is
cancelled by the appearance of another "pushed" sl pssudoferm ion at the other
Ferm ipoint) and that2 J £, = s1 = Sgn (@), where g isthem om entum of
the em erging sl pseudoferm ion hole. W ith thispeculiare ect n m ind, we obtain
the follow ng characterization of the LHB "Basic" transition:
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1. LHB 2P contribution: 2ky < TpoJ<
NS =+1 ©NS5=0 J5=0
NgT= 1 Ng=1 Ja=0
Qco(F) (2k)=2 = 20;sl=
0u (k=2 = (m D=2

Q) (2%)=2

o (kp=2 =

= c0;c0 ( 21@ ;q:O)

s1;c0 ( ]§ #;QCO)

-2
G Q0 ) (28
2 4= > + >
'y
5 _ oSl QS_{NF) (k)
sl — 2 + 2
P'= @) s @) k=qgqo @
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2. LHB sbranch: Go = 02ks ky < g1 < key

N SF=0 N L=+1 J5H= =2
NJF= 1 NE=+1 JLE=0
Qco(F) (2k)=2 = (gO;cO + 20;51 D=2+ éo,-co 1)=2
0u ) (k=2 = Qo+ O =2+ o L =2
sl # s1;c0 s1;s1 c0 s1;c0
Ou ) (28)=2 = (2K ;o)
QSI(NF) (kp=2 = sis1 ( K gick)
I
0 4 0 1 NE) 5 T2
2 _ c0;c0 c0;s1 I c0 c0;c0 n Q <0 ( 2k)
<0 2 2 2
|
0 4 0 1 NF) T2
2 _ s1;c0 sl;sl " c0 s1;c0 " Qsl ( ]ﬁ#)
st 2 2 2
= s1 (@&1) k= c2kg d1
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NST=+1 N
N XF =0 N
Ou (2k)=2 =
04 (k=2 =

1 —
sl cO;sl_2

1 .
sl 1 sl;sl =2

= c0;c0 ( 2k ;QCO)

s1;00 ( K 470)

0N (2%)

1
sl sl;sl

2

2
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0L (ky)

0 (o)

2
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2
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4. LHB Fem i ocontribution: Go = 02kg 1= s1kr#

NY=0 NEL=+1 JL= o=

N 5" =0 N5=0 Ja= a2

0L (2§)=2 = (00 D=2+ 0 (e D=2 a Hm=2
®)

Qa  (ky)=2 = 21;CO:2+ c0 ;l;c0:2+ s1 ;1;51):2

o (2k)=2 =0

o (kp=2 =0

2

0 0 1 1 1
c0;c0 eV c0;c0 sl c0;s1
2 co — r + r r
2 2 2
0 . 1 L 2
s1;c0 eV s1;c0 sl sl;sl
2 Sl — r + r r
2 2 2
'=0 k= 2kp s1Kr ¢
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C hapter 4

The One E lectron Spectral

Function

4.1 Basic D erivation

41.1 M atrix elem ents and pseudoferm ion operators

In this chapter, we express the state generators and the operators of the m atrix
elem ents of the spectral finction in term s of pseudofermm ionic creation and anni-
hilation operators. W e ram Ind ourselves that the operator expressions presented
here are special cases of the ones calculated n Ref. 0], In the follow ing, we
willonly focus on the necessary ingredients of the one electron spectral function.
Thus, for exam ple, Fourer transform s of a product of an arbitrary number of
pseudofermm ionic operators w ill not be formm ally perform ed here, but the proce-
dure w illbe described In general temm s and the nalresuls presented. M oreover,
In this section, we w ill tam porarily revert to them om entum representation W hich

is also used in Ref. W] and thus write ¢, for the rotated electron creation
(1= +) orannihilation (1= ) operator.

In section [llM), we de ned g  as the positive ground state = 0;sl
Ferm im om entum In the themm odynam ic lim i, g o9 = 2ky and g 51 = kpy. These
quantities are dubbed cﬁ In Ref. [1]. First o , we will de ne the follow ing
quantities:

2
*F ;= €@ +t dr ; qF;=TNF’?
2 Q (g )
*F ;= €@ t dr ; qF,:fNF;"‘f 41)



which are nothing but the deviations of the Fermm ipoint m om enta and canonical
m om enta, respectively, in the excited state con guration relative to that of the
ground state. W e notice that since the ground state consists oftw o densely packed
m ininum energy Fem iseas (le. with all the canonicalm om enta sym m etrically
distributed around zero), one for c0 and one for sl, it can be quite easily expressed
In term s of A and sl pseudoferm ionic creation operators

Yy ¥
$5Si= £ Pi 42)
=c0;sl i=1

where {1 is the pseudoferm ion vacuum state.

Now , a typicalm atrix elem ent occurring in the de nition ofthe spectral func-
tion of Eq. [, is of the om hflﬁ 5 Si. Here Ifii denotes an excited energy
eigenstate and {5 Si is the ground state of Eq. [M). Due to the ndings of
chapter ), we can rew rite the rotated electron creation (1= +) or annihilation
1= ) operator, In temm s ofoperators that creates and/orannihilates = 0;sl
pseudofermm ions according to the A and the B processes, regpectively. Thus, ket
uswrite ¢ = g, & ,where g, isassociated wih the A processes, and s
w ih the B processes. The latter operator creates a number —c0;s1 N Foof
pseudofermm ions at the = 0;sl Fem i points, producing a densely packed
state denoted §¥Si= & 5 Si. This state can be expressed sokly in tem s of
pseudoferm ion creation operators as:

v N0 ¢ F
Fsi= £, Pi 4 3)
=c0isl =1
where g = @ + g ; and o, yr = F + dJdr ;. Thematrix
elm ent hfi§ 551 can then be written ashfy 3, i¥51.

Consider now the state hfij = hfi¥, . Upon acting onto hf;j the op-
erator f;}\;k ram oves the nite energy psesudoferm ions or pssudoferm ion holes
created under the 5Si ! Jfii transition, due to the A processes, and thus
h®j= hfijy, isalo a densely packed state. The state Fii can be generated
from thepssudofermn ion vacuum , by acting w ith pssudoferm ion creation operators
carrying canonicalm om entum valiesg = g+ Q (@)=L:

y Ngnf
£i= £ Pi @ 4)

=c0;s1l i=1

Here, Q (g)=L is the scattering part of the canonical m cm entum shift of
the excited energy eigenstate i, relative to the corresponding ground state
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discrete m om entum g . Thism eans that after taking into account the A and the
B processes, the m atrix elem ent hf; 5 i¥S1 can be written as h€¥si.

T hese processes take the excitation to a certain energy and m om entum in the
k;!') plane, upon which the spectral weight is calculated. On top of this we
build a tower of particle-hole states, generated by the application of the operator
F_ ., onto the state jfi. This operator reads

N
FYn, = fq fg @5)

=1

for a totalnum ber of N P! particle-hole pairs in the vicinity of any ofthe two
Fem ipoints.
In orderto proceed, we ocusnow on them atrix elem ent h& ¥, 4, ji-fS i.This
quantity originates from them atrix elem ent hf; ¥, 1; i 15 S i, that involves the
nal state w ith N P particle-hole pairs, nam ely pr n; Jhi. This state obeys the
follow Ing equality:

hfy Fp n; e}i $Si= hiiFy n; %;k jj:-Si 4.6)

Im portantly, we note that the excited states jf;i and pr n; Ifiihave the sam e
canonicalmomentum shift Q (@)=L = Q O =L, + Q (@)=L, for every g, due to
the ndings of section ().

SinceF, ; Mnvolve psesudoferm ion operatorsw ith canonicalm om enta in the
vicinity of the = o0;sl Femm ipoints, whilst ¢, can be expressed In tem s
of pssudoferm ion operators w ith canonicalm om enta away from the = 0;sl
Fem ipoints, we have that

h i
Fon; iG, =0 @

and therefore, hf, ¥y, n, o, #Si= h&F, », ¥Si. Shoethemomentum val
uesq ofEq. M) and the canonicalm om entum values g ofEq. M) are slightly
di erent, the generalm atrix elem ents of the form h&F, 4, jfs iare nite, even
ﬁerg n, 6 1.

In conclusion, affer taking Into acoount the occupancy con guration trans-
fom ations produced by the A and B processes, the typical m atrix elem ents
hf,Fp n, & 5Sicanbe rewritten ashf ¥, ,, #Si. The states ¥Siand £i
correspond to the densely packed occupancy con gurations given in Eqgs. ()
and M), respectively, and the hem itian conjigate of the operator F, y; is
given in Eq. [M). This overlap nvolves an excited state whose particke-hole
occupancy con guration includes N P! pseudoferm ion particle-hole pairs in the
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= c0;sl bands. In the subsequent section, we will then sum over all pos-
sible particle-hole occupancy con gurations corresoonding to the sam e tower of
states. W e recall that the value ofthephase shift Q ( g ) isconstant foreach
particle-hole tower of states.

The only rem ainder of the nie energy pssudoferm ion (or pssudofem ion
holk), is then a Fourier canonical m om entum summ ation, introduced by the
Fourer transform of the corresponding psesudoferm ion operator de ned on the
e ective lattice. This Fourer transform is form ally treated in Ref. 00].
The nite energy canonicalm om entum will In the ©llow ing be denoted ¢ , for

= c0;sl. In section @), this summ ation will be crucial to the derivation
of closed form expressions for the il spectral function. W e note that the en—
ergy 1E and themomentum 1P are functions of these canonical m om entum
variables.

4.1.2 Convolutions

Having deal with the contrbution from the operators creating or annihilating
pseudoferm ions away from any of the Ferm ipoints, it still rem ains to treat the
problem nvolving the m atrix overlap w ih the operator Fg n, rEd. ;. ,n
the follow ng, we de ne the subspace C  as equivalent to the subspace of Ref.
. |] called "JCPHS- —(C)" occurring for example in Eq. 45) of that refer-
ence. Thus, the states ofthis subspace are described by pssudoferm ion occupancy
con gurations generated by the C particle-hole processes, w th xed values ofthe
deviation numbers £ N gandiF;g(ﬁ)r = 0;sl and = ). Let a
typical elem ent of this subspace describe a particle-hole occupancy con guration
wihenergy ! = E C)andwihmomentum k = P € ), according to
Eqg. ). W e de ne the total particke-hole energy and m om entum as the

sum of the energy and m om entum of the Individualbranches: ! = ! o+ !4
and !=v= k o+ kg, respectively. N ote that the Jast de nition also de nes the
particle-hol velocity v.

In order to evaluate the relevant m atrix elam ents, we have already seen in
section [l that we can describe a general excited energy eigenstate in tem s of
pseudoferm ion creation and annihilation operators in canonicalm om entum space,
acting upon a vacuum state. A s a consequence, the spectral weight associated
w ith the am plitude M é = h&F, v, iji2 can be w ritten as a convolution
between the <0 and the sl branches. This involves the de nition of an auxiliary

finction that reads
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X X
B !)= ar’ % o) (117 L)
CcO Csl
1 X .
N_a KOkeo 1=vik %+ ke M g, %51: 4 .8)
kO
z z
2x X ! sgn ) !=v co
sn @) 2
- T dr’ &’ (17 o) K ko)
L Ceco Cs1 0 Sgn(v) !:VCO
(! ) (= K kM5, M

where ! and !=v are the particlkehol energy and m om entum , respectively,
T he expression of the am plitude M é In tem s of pseudoferm ion creation and

annihilation operators acting on the pssudofem ion vacuum reads:

Sia) + qr i+ F + qr i+
N Y Y 5
M§ = H0j fy  Fp £ Pi 4.9)
= ¥ + dr ; = F + dr

In Eq. M), the factor (1N ,) in the second line stem s from the introduction
of the discrete k° sum . The jrcobian that arises when m aking the m om entum a
continuous variable cancels this factor and the pre-factorof 2 =L )? arises due to
tuming the K ronecker -finctions into D irac  -flnctions, according to Eq. IllM) .

T he introduction of sgn (v) is necessary in order to keep the integration lim its
of the k° integration in proper order: or 1= we have that the particleholk
excitations grow in the negative ! direction whilst for1= + we have the opposie
situation. In other words, In the tower of particle-hole states, positive velocities
for1= + isequivalent to negative velocities for 1= and viceversa. T hisensures
that the lower Integration lim it isalways an aller than the upper Integration lim it.

The energy ! munsby de nition over a an all range of particke-holk energies
from zero to a sn all negative number RHB) or from zero to a am all positive
number (LHB), whilst the momentum runs over a am all symm etrical interval
around zero.

T he "Luttinger contribution" speci ed in section () is not describbed by the
function given by Eq. [ll). In the region of an all excitation energy, the branch
line group velocity equals one of the velocities of the particlke-hole excitations.
In this case, the pssudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion hole is created at the Femn i
points by the B processes. W e can then view the buildup ofthe -branch line,
as m oving this pssudofermnm jon along its dispersion starting at one of its Fem i
points, and :n this way tracing out the branch line in the ;! ) plane. H owever,
for the rst low lying energies that the pseudoferm ion assum es affer having
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left the Fem ipoint, the dispersion is In its lnear regin e. This m eans that for
this intem ediate region, the C processes replace the A processes In generating
the branch line. T his special case w ill be treated separately in section [lllll). Tn
the follow Ing, we w ill always assum e that we are outside of the region belonging
to the Luttinger regin e.
W e note that the nalexpression ofEq. () isequivalent to Eq. (45) ofRef.
], by dentifying the spectral finction Bé occurring In that reference w ith
the expressions found here, according to:

2
L

Mg o (7 ! )i =By k%! (4.10)

41.3 The energy cuto

In this section, we w ill focus on the highest possibl excitation energy value that a
tow er of particle-hole states can achieve. T hisenergy isthen ulin ately am easure
ofhow good an approxin ation the lnearization regin e w ill be, since, by forcing
this value to be very anall, we ocbtain a low tower of states albeit with good
accuracy. Letting this value grow , we Indeed obtain a higher tower of particle-
hole states, allow Ing us to take Into account m ore and m ore particle-hol processes
and thereby aspire to acoount for alm ost the entire spectralweight ofthe problem
(@smeasured by the sum ruls). However, if we lt this energy to be too large,
we w ill start to consider non physical processes as the linear approxin ation ofthe
dispersion relations becom e less and less accurate.

T his quantity hereby introduced w illbe called the energy cuto , denoted by
T here is In principl an exact value for , which dependson thew idth ofthe linear
regin e of the pseudofermm ion band and on the four 2 's, given in Eq. ).
However, since the dependence of on these quantities is an open problm , we
w il replace the exact value by an e ective value. In the ollow ing, we w illassum e
a constant cuto forthe entire (k;!) plane for all types of contrloutions. W e can
then deduce an average valie of such an e ective by im posing the sum rules.

A s a prologue to the Introduction ofthe cuto into our expressions, we should

rst m ention that the pseudoferm ion velocities

_d o (@) . . .
Veo (@) = Tq Vo @0)] Y0 7 Fo] deo
d s (@) . . L
Ver (1) = —S;q - Vo @) @ ;P @ (411)
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obey the follow ing relations (form ! 0):

U
Vs1 o 0<n<l;€<l
U
ver !0 — 11 @412)
t
U
Vs1 ! Veo ? 10

which are easily deduced by suitable expansions ofEq. [l .

From Eq. [, we sce that the domain of ! is de ned by the value of
Indeed, wehavethat 0< 1 ! < Dby thede niion ofthe cuto . For the energy
! dueto theA and C processes,wehavethat ! = ! + 1 E . In otherwords, the
criteria induced by the cuto is that the spectral fiinction treated in Eq. (@),
should be muliplied by two —functions: @ar 1ED 1 1E], In
order for the energy ! of that equation to stay In the vald regin e for the
particle-hol tower of states.

For the m om entum part, we will use the fact that between the two pssud-
oferm ion branches available for particlke-hol processes, it is the sl branch that
always has the Iowest Ferm ivelocity between the two, as stated n Eq. [l . In
other words, the velocity v of Eq. [ll) m ust be such that ¥3> v . This can be
mplkmented by mtroducing (¥ w)= @I 1E] wk 1P)

T hus, we arrive to the follow ing expression for the fiill spectral function:

X X X 5
Bik;!)= ar 1ED (1 1E)
f N gfNF g a
i 1E]  1pjB? : 1E ! 1E (4.13)
! L _ ;!
s1 J k 1p ’
Z Z
! son (v) !'=v o
Bl; 1)= W g0 dk’Bgy, &%19Bg, (l=v k% ! 19
2 0 sgn (v) !'=v o
. . . Q . P .
w here the prin ed sum m ation Jnghe rst line stands for _ sl g in the
case ofthe 2P contriution, NL o forthe = Dor = sl 1P contrbution

or Jast 1 (no summ ation) In the case of the OP contribution. Here, the variable
g stands forthe canonicalm om entum ofthe created orannihilated nite energy
= d0; sl pssudoferm ion.
N ote that when creating this nite energy pseudoferm ion, the range ofthe
g canonicalmomentum summation goesfrom 4 to g and from g to
& .W hen annihilating the nite energy pseudoferm ion, this range goes from
@ &
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414 The lowest peak weight A 09

In order to calculate the lowest peak weight, from which the particle-hol excita—
tionspart, we need to considerm atrix overlapsw ith Fg n; = l.Thismeansthat
we do not allow any particlke-hol excitations for the lowest peak weight, de ning
A 90 35 the spectral weight associated w ith the A and B processes. To evaliate
the m atrix overlap we w ill use the ollow ing general result, which is easily proved

by nduction:

n on o n (@)
foifa  fpife i fifg,
N4 N4 n o n ) n (@) 2
j=1 j=1 ’ .
n on ) n @)
£ i fy £ if, £,

In otherw ords, the evaluation ofthe spectralfiinction B k%! °) with Fg -
1 reduces to evaluatea W° + N F) N° + N F ) determ inant. The anti-
com m utator is given by Eq. [ll), but that expression sin pli es here since all
of the creation operators refer to the ground statewih Q (@) = 0 orallg in
the entire Ferm i sea. Thism eans that Eq. [lll) becom es:

Q @
1 : 0 . 2
f£Y ify g= ——e? @ e @ (415)
SO Ay
N sin a (2 )

which can be substituted into the expression for the determ inant. In the evalu—
ation, we will use the follow Ing exact resul for the so called "Cauchy detem i-

nants":

o)
1 ”(ai a)b b
det = ( 1™ b2 B g 416)
a; b @ b

i3

A fter som e algebra, we nd that by Ihtroducing the expression for the anti-
com m utator Into the detemm inant, we can express each entry as the di erence
1= [oot(qOZZ) cot(@=2)], which allow s for a direct com parison w ith the Cauchy
formula. W e thus arrive to:
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Y
A 0;0) — A (0;0) (4 .17)

=c0;sl
N N F SII 23 SII
1 ¥ , 0 @ oy ’

0;0) _
A B PO N 2 NO QN T
N i=1 2 A G

il

where one should not m istake canonicalm om enta and m om enta w ith the same
Index iasbeing equal: i is just a way to enum erate them om entum values, hence
¢ & g In general. This form ula is exact, however, it poses som e problem s from a
num erical point of view . This is due to the fact that in this expression, we have
asm any scattering phase shifts as pssudofermm ions. This m akes the problem of

nding the dependence of A © on the system size and the 1lling a very tedious
problem . In other words, we are not abl to deduce a closed form expression
for the productorials. The sam e expression is used In Ref. [1] or the Iim it

U=t) ' 1 , but for a constant scattering phase shift Q. This smpli es the
problem trem endously, since we have a sin ilar cancellation of the factors in the
above expression, as in section [l Pr the relative weights. In that section,
the calculations depended on the fact that for each tower of states, the scattering
phase shift is constant. Here, on the other hand, we cannot depend on such a
result. However, nspired by the solution ofthe problem in the U=t) ! 1 Im i,
there are som e asym ptotic behaviors that can be deduced.

Since the scattering phase shiftsaway from the kft and the right Fermm ipoints

do not contribute to the leading order temm s of the dynam ical quantities, we w ill
use a tral approxin ation of ktting all the scattering phase shifts in the above
expression be equaltoQ (g ), or = . Thiswould allow us to evaluate
the Iowest peak weight Hreach , kading to a weight that we can callA”Y . w e
then form the product %
A 0 A O (4.18)

’

which should be a reasonable approxin ation in the them odynam ic lin i. Note
that this approxim ation m ust coincide w ith the expressions of the known 1l is,
In thiscasethe lmit U=t) ! 1 . Inspired by the results of Ref. [ ], we
here propose

pf(Q ( ) )
0) 4
A(OS)_ (LS )2 1=2

w here the even function f (x) is the sam e function asthat ofRef. l], and S is
an unknow n quantity, depending on the density, the m agnetization and U=t). By

4.19)
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com parison w ith the corresponding expressions ofRef. 1], we have S S ! 1,
and atthesametineSy, ! sn na,inthelmi U=t)! 1 .Thus, wemusthave
Ssg1 ! 1=sh nanhthatlmi (form ! O whith is always our case). Note that
(1) the square root of the function f (x) will guarantee the correct behavior of
the full owest weight at U=t) ! 1 and that Q) we willin the ollow ing assum e
the quantity S to be equalto isvalue in this Iim i. O ne should note that the
argum ent of the function f X) is here shifted by due to the fact that in Ref.

], the ground state phase shift is taken from the 1D H eisenberg m odel for the
soinons, and isequalto exactly, whilst In our case due to the nom al ordered
form ulation of the problem we have by de nition that Q (g ) = 0 always
for the ground state. A nother exam plk of this is also related to the scattering
phase shift, nam ely the exponent In the denom mnator. W e note that in our cass,
we can create or annihilate any num ber of pssudoferm ions at the Fem ipoints,
whilst in Ref. ], there is always exactly one spinless ferm jon and one spinon
being created orannihilated, respectively. T his ism anifested by the absence ofthe
numbers N ., In that reference, which ultin ately leads to a di erent expression
for the exponents. Thus, the generalization from Ref. ] is two-folded: from
n nite repulsion to arbitrary repulsion and from one quantum cb fct creation /
annihilation to m any quantum ob gct creation / annihilation.

The om ofEq. [l ©low sthe orm ofthe equivalent quantity ofRef. Jl].
This orm for the owest peak weight is due to the equivalence of Eq. [lll) to
the corresponding expression of that reference. D ue to this likeness, the them o—
dynam ic lim it expression of the lowest peak weight m ust by necessity be of the
form presented n Eq. ) .

41.5 M erging the lowest weight and the relative weights

Having deal wih the relative weights in sections [llll) and M), and the
lowest peak weight in the preceding section, we can nally put som e realm eaning
toEq. @), by noting that the weight A oo™ Gfthat equation isnothing
but the spectral weight we would obtain using the derived expressions for the
soectral function, w ith Fg n; 9venbyEqg. ) . This spectralweight isgiven by
B (%!°% ofEq. [llM), which m eans that we can replace the explicit "absolute
value of the squared overlap" with the follow Ing summ ation over the allowed
positions In the ;! ) plane, of the particle-holk excitations

1 0 0 O-OX X
B; &%!9=n09 a @m ,m ) (4 20)
S n
0 2 v 0 2
! JTEH ;++m ;] k ]fin i+ m ;]
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which leads to

L Y 1% v k9
B! O1 0= —— p 00 g1 a , — 421
o Ki0=o— (;!) R @21)

w here we have used the follow Ing identity for the -functions:

1 b+ a b a
@+ x+vy) b+x y) =— 2 X > y 422)
and In the themodynamiclimita m ,;m ,)=a ., m ; )a ,,m ).

’

Here and in the follow ing we use the follow Ing expressions for the energy and
m om entum in temm s of the num bers m

1% v k9

m ,=—-" 0 4 23)
4 v =L

From Eq. ) we have that

1 2 1

a ;m ;)= @m ;)[ @ )] " m ) 4 24)

where the -function seem s unnecessary due to Eq. ), however it will be
handy in the continuous lim it as we shall see lJater. Substituting Eq. [lll) into
Eq. M), and substiuting the resulting expression ora ;, into Eq. [,
together w ith the expression of Eq. [llll) for the Iowest peak weight, we arrive
to the follow ng expression :

b
stz X fQ (g ) )
1 O,!O= 4
Bg &10=—4— o) (4 25)

Mo+ v k9 2 !

1%+ v k9
4 v

where we have de ned the convenient sum
2 =2 " +2 (4 206)

To recapitulate, we have now that

sgn(v)z ! sgn (v) !'=v g
Blw; !)= > dar? dk® @27)
0 sgn (v) !'=v o
B, &%!9BL (!=v k%! 19

Introduce now the follow ing change of Integration variables:
)

= 1@ 1y 2
T =) f%;ﬁﬂd!%mp= 1—Ll—dxdy (4 28)

y = san (v)ve k= ! 2 Veo
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whichmeansthat 0< x< land 1< y< 1 and also that

8
31! k+ syl =
1%+ v k%= . 429)
1101 x+ yenw — L = sl
BY| Veo
T hus the quantity to Integrate becom es:
2" Y 12 Y P 2 1#

() S fQ (& ) ) 1!

2 Vy ~ ot 8 v _ () ) 4.v

Y h 1 y i

x+ sy 1 x+ uson@) — — (4 .30)
= V] Veo
2 c0 1 h l y l 2 sl 1
X+ sn©)y 1 x+ wysnE@) — —
BY| Veo

where the rst Ine of this expression is constant in the integration.
Let usde ne the function F (1=v) as

h 1 y i
Z Z 1 x+ wysonE@) — —
Dy 7 L 4 X+ sn©)y V5 Ve
F I=v)= — dx dy
2 1 _ @ o) @ &)
2 c0 1 h l y l 2 sl 1
x+ sm©)y 1 x+ ysonE@) —— — 4.31)
3 Voo
This function plays the rolk of the function called Fy in Ref. 1], and di ers

from this function only due to the various factors of vy and vy, occurring in the
de nition ofF . In thisthesis report, we have chosen to collect allofthese factors,
ascan be seen n Eq. M) . W e get, after som e algebra sin plifying the constant
factors, that

2 <o 12 g« 0 2

v v, 1!

Bl .1y = c0 sl F (1=

v; 1) 2 2 (1=v)
Y Y p
Do= s'°2 f£Q (g ) ) (4.32)
. -
wherewe have de ned (= 2

N ote that this expression is equivalent with that ofEqg. (61) in Ref. ],
even though the de nitions of the di erent quantities di er from each other. It
is a sin pke algebraic task to extract all the di erent square roots and powers of
vV and vg; from Fy ofEqg. (61) and (62) of that reference, to show that they are
equal to the ones presented here. The di erence In pow ers of these two velocities
stem from choosing the c0 branch to be the convoluting branch. T his Introduces
a factor (1=vy) in the jpocbian of Eq. ).
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4.2 Closed form expressions

421 The nalstep: canonicalm om entum integrations

T he expression for the spectral fiinction derived in section ), Eq. ),
is the base for all the expressions given in the rem ainder of this thesis report,
except for the expressions for the Luttinger contribution, which w illbe presented
sparately. The function F (1=v), where v is the velocity of the particlke-hole
excitations, is crucial for the evaluation of the state dependent pre-factors of
the spectral function. The particke-hol energy !, and the exponent 2 of
Eqg. M), will becom e crucial for the power law type behavior of the spectral
function. The doubl integral occurring in the de nition of F (1=v) can not be
expressed In a closed form and has to be treated num erically.

W hat rem alnsnow isto perfom the nite energy psesudoferm ion sum m ations,
w ith sum m ation varables &y and &, in case ofthe 2P contribution, e; In case of
the sbranch, g9 In case of the chbranch, and w ith no summ ation at allin case of
the OP Fem ipoint contrloution. The canonicalm omentum § was introduced
at the end of section [llllM), and entered the derivation of the spectral function
in Eq. [M). M oreover, shce we only consider one type of transition, called
the "Basic" transition de ned in sections () and M), we can drop the
sum m ations over the deviation numbers f N gand £ N F . 9.

W e have that

Z Z

1
B§P<k,-!>=(2 z  deo degg Dpn 771 )B @w;! 1E)

Z
1 1 1
B kj!)= - da Dm(;!)B ;! 1E)
By &i!)=Dpw;!)B'(w;! 1E) (4.33)
Dpn(vil)= @' 1ED ( 1 1ED) ] o)

where = cors forthe chbranch line and the sbranch line, respectively, and the
two specialcases B2 ., k;!) and B} . k;!) willbe treated separately.
Thedom ain de ning function D oy, (v; ! ) ilustrates that we are alw ays integrat—
Ing over such canonicalm om entum values, which all contribute to that certain
point In the (k;!) plne, to which the A, B and the C processes bring the exci-
tation to. Note that the integration dom ain, as controlled by D ¢, is very small
as com pared to the whole (;!) plhne. It covers a region in this plane, which
com prises all particlke-hole excitations that can reach the m om entum k and the
energy ! . Note that the spectral weight at this point has contrbutions from
particlehole processes origihating from m any di erent surrounding points n the
k;!) plne. In otherwords, there arem any A and B processes w hose excitations
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bringsusto a niemomentum and a nie energy In the vichiy of k;!), and
that by the C processes actually reaches the point (k;! ). T his dem onstrates the
overlap ofthe di erent particle-hole tow er of states, origihating from the vicinity
of ;! ), and contrbuting to the spectralweight at &k;!).

422 2P contribution

W e will perform the 2P contribution integrations explicitly, to obtain the nal
expression orB 2lp k;!). The caloulations here are depending on the fact that the
2P contribution covers a com pact subgpace of the (k;!) plane. Thus a typical
point in this com pact subspace is both machablk by a A and B process, and
by a sin ilar process for a slightly di erent set of canonicalm om enta values and
then adding particlke-holk excitations, due to process C . T he lim iting lines ofthis
com plte 2D subspace of the ;! ) plane are the lnes which lim it the e ective
B rdlloudn zone, and the so called border lines described in the subsequent section.
Consider an energy ! and a mom entum k, reached by the A, B and the C
processes. D ue to the com pactmess of the subspace of the ;! ) plane, we can

de ne a canonicalm om entum value g° foreach brand, such that
l=1E@”)
k=1P @g?) (4 34)

where 1E (@) and 1P (@) are given in Eq. ( [llll). N ote the adopted shorthand
notation: technically we should have written "1 E (g 3;9))" (@nd sin ilarily for
1P ) in the equation above.

Letnow g° + ¢ denote a typical canonicalm om entum valie, that due to the
A and B processeshaveenergy andmomentum 1E (¢ °+g )and1lP ¢ ° +qg ),
respectively. W e are looking to integrate over canonicalm om entum values g ,
such that the di erences ! l1E@° + g ) and k¥ 1P @E’ + g ) are
Inside the allbwed region for the particle-hol towers of states, ie. such that
o< 1 1E]< ,and 73> v .

Thism eans that

NF

X
! 1E@ +¢g )= 1 s;n N v @ )a
X

k 1Pp@’°+ag )= 1 s;n NVF g (4 35)

by expanding In powers of ¢ and retaining the linear tem s only. D e ning the
energy variable !'%= ! 1 E and the recprocal velocity variabl z = 1=v =
&k 1P)=( 1E), we can solve the relationships of Eq. (Hll) Pra , to
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obtain

1 Vo o(doo)z

— ] N NF !O
K v @ ) Vo ol(goo)
goo=lan NN 10t ¥ @)z (4 36)
v @ ) Vo o(go o)

At this stage, we ram Ind ourselves that we are Integrating the variablke g ,
aswe are scanning for allpossible A and B processes contrbuting to the energy
and m om entum given by ! and k above. H owever, the dom ain of integration is
govemed by the quantity D, de ned nEq. (), which isexpressed in tem sof
! %and z. The -acobian ofthistransform ation isequalto ' &y @° ) voo@% o)
W e thus obtain

7 Z 2
. 1 o 0 1 LL.ooue e
Boyp &k;!) ;> doo  dam @)  —  F) — F (z)
(2 ) Vs1 4
1 4 Z 1 100 12 1=vg1
= - - —, dar’ = dz F (z)
(2 ) Vo (G_Co) L1 (%1)3 0 4 1=vs1
0 Z 1=
4 l =Vs1
S o dz F (z) @ .37)
0 Vo @) w@y)] 4 1=ve;

so that the nal expression for the full spectral function in the case of the 2P
contribution becom es:

Z
; O B VCOZ c0 vil 2 sl l_ 0 l=vsl
By kil)= , 5 R dz F (z) (4 38)
0 Veo (G-CO) &1 (qsl)j 4 1=vs1
where we have ! = ! (g3 ;93), k = k(@) ;a)) aswellas o = o(@y ;9),

as de ned in sections M) RHB) and M) (CHB) (h these sections, the
canonicalm om entum ¢° isdenoted q ).

W e see that this expression becom es sihgular as o (@3) ¥ @))j! 0. In-
deed, the transfom ation from the ¢ varables to !°%and z is not well de ned
as the two velocities approach each other, which is clarly seen from the poo-
bian of the transfom ation: i shootso to In nity. The m athem atical condition
Voo @9) = Va1 (@) traces out the border lines in the k;!) plane.
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423 Border lines

The border lnes are truly the "borders" of the spectral weight due to the A
and the B processs. For exam pl, consider the RHB "Basic" transition. The
point in the (;!) plane, reachabl by the 2P contrdbution, corresponding to
pseudoferm ion canonical m om enta both equal to zero, belongs trivially to the
border line, since vy (0) = vg1 (0) = 0. But this pont also has the an allest energy
of all one electron ram oval excitations, ie. o ©0) + 5 0) < o (@o) + 51 @&1)
forallgy & 0 and g; & 0. This means that there are no nie energy and
nitem om entum processes available to put spectralweight kelow thispoint. The
sam e reasoning can be applied to the one electron addition case as well. Note
however, that we can still reach areas outside the border lines by particle-hole
excitations originating from a point su ciently close to theborder Iine itself. This
e ect forces us to consider two sgparate cases: one in which we consider areas
of the (k;!) plane availablk to either A and the B processs on the one hand
or C processs on the other, and one In which the (k;!) plane is reachablk by
the C processes only. W e w ill thus have two di erent contributions, here dubbed
B .. k;!) brthe bmercassand By, . (k;!) frthe latter.
Let us focus on B 7S k;!). The param etric equations of the border lines

B order

are given by the energy !5;, and them om entum kg, , according to

X

= NF
=l @)iva @) TN @) (4 39)

X 0
NF)

kBL= q

Mo @iva g SN
T hese are then the energy and them om enta ofthe border lines them selves. A s
before, we now x a point In the vicinity ofthis Iine, w ith energy and m om entum
! and k, such that this point is reachable from a snallbut nite region of the
border line by particle-hol processes. W e introduce the am allvariation ¢° + &
( = 0;sl), where & is a canonical m om enta bringing the excitation to the
Iine. Since this line is truly a "border" of the spectral weight, thism eans that In
this st step, we are scanning for particlke-hole processes slightly below (1= +)
or slightly above (1= ) the line itself, which m otivates the Introduction ofg .
In these regions, we have points which are reachabl by the A and B processes
as well, whilst on the other side of these lines, the (;!) plane is com pltely
vold of any spectralweight from the A and B processes, so that the only spectral
weight stam s from particke-hol excitations origihating from regions slightly below
(1= +) or slightly above (1= ) the line iself.
W e have now the follow ing slight displacem ent in the energy and them om en—
tum :
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X

E@’+q )=Ugr+v @) sm(N " )g
X
P’ +q )=k + spn(N ")g (4 .40)
T he particlke-hol velociy v is thus
0 0 P NF
_ ! l1E@ +q ) ! by N @) son (N )a  _
k 1P @’ +a ) 1 sn (N NF)g
1 !
-v @) ] @.41)
son (N g
which is equivalent to
X U syl
sn(N "F)g = —— 5 (4.42)
v v @)
w here = c0;sl asusualand v (qo ) could stand for either pssudoferm ion

velocity, since they are equalto each other. N ow, this equation pem isus to ex—
tract the relationship between thetwo di erent deviationsag , that theborder line
dem ands. This constraint com es from the condition that the two pssudofermm ion
velocitiesm ust be equal, and hence, a an alldeviation in the canonicalm om entum
of one of the branches induces a an all change in the canonicalm om entum ofthe
otherbranch, n order to kesp the velocities equal. W e can sin plify m atters a lot,
by restricting ourselves to In nite particlke-hole velociy, which would m ake Eq.
) cqual zero. Like this, we are only considering points in a straight vertical
line origihating from thepoint kg1 ;!r1). Thism eansthat we only consider such
particle-holk excitations w hich are straight over (1= ) or straight under (1= +)
the border Iine Wwhich is som ething we can do w ithout loss of generality sihce we
w ill ntegrate over all relevant m om entum and energy values). W e cbtain:
X

NF

sgn(N )q =0=) qg = g ;o00goo

g ,.oo=sgn(NNF)sgn(NNoFo)= 1 4 43)

Thism eans, for exam pl,
E@’ +a )=sn(N 5") bt @)+ son(N 57) algy  Gomco) =

2h i

=gy + % sn (N 5% )ag @)+ s;n (N N )ag @)

(4 44)
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w here the energy is expanded up to the ssocond order in &4, and we have de ned
the pseudoferm ion acekrationsa (@ = dv (@)=dg. Now, we need a way to
treat the di erence In the pseudoferm ion velocities. W e cbtain:

VA (qo +q ) \;{oo(qooo g;ooq ):
= sn(N "¥)g sn (N YF)a oo @% o) (4 45)
00
and thus
v 0 4 v 0 ,
g =spn(n V)L Gptd) veoldo, 9,009 ) (4 46)

0 osgn( N NoFo)a 0 O(qoo 0)

which is the quantity that, when squared, can be introduced into Eq. [l), to
produce

NI

1 ZAT

Vv @ +taq ) voolaho g,o0q ) 2 @ )J

447)

which nally yields the expression for the fully Integrated spectral function, for
the spectralweight in the vicinity ofthe border line, jist above (1= ) or below
(1= +) this lne:

. 2 ey !lvy, @ vh® e
BBorder(k’.!): i . 0= B R
0 R @g)It R )]
0 % 1=vs1
T 21! 51 ] dz F (z) (4.48)
l:V51
where ! 51, isa amnallenergy, su ciently an allto be reached from the border

line by som e partick-hole processes, as dam onstrated by the -function. Note
that as before, the energy ! and the m om entum k, is connected to the energy
and the m om enta of the dispersive quantum ob fcts through ! = ! @ ;¢3),
k=k@);a)) aswellas (= (@y;e)) and !'gr = !p1 @9 ;a)). Finally, the
factor of 2 arises from the consideration that there are aways two values (g ,
q)) contrbuting to the spectral weight at the sam e point ;! ).

T he other border line expression is very sin ilar to the one derived above.
The di erences stem from the fact that above (1= +) orbelow (1= ) the
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border line, there is no spectral weight due to the A and B processes alone. The
soectralweight of that region is generated by the C processes, on tow ers of states
orighating from the region below (L= +) or above (1= ) the border Ines.
The 1st di erence is due to the ! ® integration of Eq. ). In this case, this
integration can not run from !%= 0 sihce we do not have any nite energy and
nite m om entum processes at the (k;!) point under consideration. In fact, we
must move away a m ininum distance of ! 51, from this point, in order to
reach the "allowed" region for the A and the B processes. T hus, the integration
can only start at this energy valie. Furthem ore Eq. [lll) introduces a factor
1=l zv (@°)], sihce we can no longer scan allparticle-hole energy values from
0 to at in nite particlke-hole velocity, as above. M oreover, we are integrating
over a two din ensional region that is tiled w ith a slope proportionaltov (&° ).
T he velocity ofthe border linem easures at what angle it cuts through the region
available for the particle-hole excitations. D ue to the Inclination ofthe line, there
is thus a non negligbl region for which the particle-hol processes can not enter
the dom ain of the A and B processes. However, the size of the region which is
available depends also on the value of the particlke-holk energy (and yet for som e
particle-hol velocities, we will never reach the region allowed for the A and B
processes). In otherwords, the Interplay between these quantities in uences both
the region forwhich we willhave a nite spectralweight as well as the lin its of
Integration in the variables depending on the particlke-hol excitations, In our case
in the variabk z = 1=v. T hese considerations are further explained n Fig. [ll).
W e will skip the m atheam atical details of this analysis and m erely present the
result. In the expression below, the rst -function refers to a border line cutting
through the particlke-hole region In such a way that the "base" of this region is
com pktely inside the allowed region for the A and B processes. This is why
the accom panied integration can run over the entire particle-hol velocity range,
from ¥ to vg1. The second -function corresponds to a border line cutting
through this "base" and the accom panied integration lim its are thusm odi ed to
only Integrate in the allowed region for the A and B processes. Note that the
Integrand is always the sam e, w ith the tem that was zero in the ordinary 2P case
now replaced w ith a tem proportionalto 1! 51, 1°. The quantities w ith Index
ram ain unspeci ed since these quantities are equal for both pssudoferm ion
brandches.
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Figure 41: Schamatic gures of the geom etrical considerations needed for
the Integrations in the z = 1=v variable, for spectral weight contrdbution to
By . (i), orl= +.In the ft gure, we see a border line with a "sm aller"
velocty 3 (g° )3. The border line divides the depicted region into two parts:
below the line, where the A and the B processes allocate spectral weight, and
above the line which is only reachabl via particke-hole excitations from energy
and m om entum points below the line. T he line w ith dotted endpoints originates
from a point under the line, and through the C processes reaches thepoint k;!).
N ote that the arrow headed horizontal line covers the entire particle-holk range,
ie. 1=¢; < z < 1=v4, In contrast to the right gure where the "larger" value
of % (g° )jcauses a cut of the base of the triangle. On the right side of this
line, we have only spectral weight due to the C processes. T he Integration range
is lim ited by the velocity of the border line, but also by the valie of ! E.
Indeed, if we consider the left gure with a lJarmger value of !, the border line
w il cut through the base of the keft triangle as well. Note that for the spectral
fiinction B ¢ k:!), the k;!) pont isbelow the border line.

B order
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424 The -Pbranch lines

The -brandch lines ( = ¢;s) are lines which contribute signi cantly to the over-
all shape of the full spectral fuinction. These lines are form ed by the pssud-
ofermm ion or pssudoferm ion hol assum ing values along the entire range of its
dispersion, whilst the other pssudoferm ion or psesudoferm ion hole is created or
annihilated at one of its Ferm i points. The only reservation we w ill have in this
section is that when the dispersive psesudofermm ion is su ciently close to either
one of is Fem ipoints, the m atham atical treatm ent of the problem willbecom e
di erent, and w illbe dealt w ith in the subsequent section.

W e saw in sections [lll) and M), that the scattering phase shifts have
di erent expressions in the 2P case as com pared to the brandh line cases. Tnde=d,
In the fom er case we have two scattering centers, which disperse in the m any
body system . Here, however, we have only one dispersive scattering center, as the
other pseudoferm ion or pseudoferm ion hol is con ned to one of its Ferm ipoints.
T hus, the displacam ent of the integrating pseudoferm ions in sections [lll) and
), is in this section con ned to a Ine. Thism eansthat we x a point in the
k;!') plane in the vicinity of the branch line, and then integrate over canonical
mom entum values on the line only, in order to account for the spectral weight
due to the processes that brings us from the line to the point In the ;! ) plane
under consideration. In otherwords, if the integrating pseudoferm ion would leave
the branch line, we would be considering soectral weights describbed by ancther
st of the quantities 2 , than that of the branch line itself.

W e now have that the an all canonical m om entum denoted ¢ , only varies
Inside a an alldom ain on the branch line such that the ;! ) point can be reached
by particlke-holk processes w ith energy less than orequalto .Shceqg willvary
on a tilted line, wih the am ount of inclination proportional to the velocity of
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the branch line, we have to consider a situation topologically equivalent to the
one considered for the spectral function B é;zrder k;!), ie. the situation where the
slope of the branch line m ight be such that for som e values of the particle-hole
velocity v, a non negligble region of the tower of states can not be reached from
the brandh line, assum ing that we only allow particle-hol energiesbetween 0 and

. This topological e ect is depicted in Fig. (M) and further discussed in Ref.
. |]. The e ective In pact that these considerations have, is the Introduction of
the Integration lim its and the -functions In the expression given below .

M otivated by the discussion above, we now introduce a an all canonicalm o—
mentum valie g , which varies on the branch line around the canonical m o-
mentum valie g° . Thus the energy and m om entum of this slightly displaced
canonicalm om entum w illbe

h i
E@’+aq )=sn(N ) @ )+ag v @)
h i
P@’+qg )=sn(N "F) g’ +¢4 (4 50)

T o integrate over the particle-hole contribbutions, we w illneed the particlke-hole
velocity v, which is readily found to be:

! 1E@’ +9q ) 0 e Ll lsn(NYF) @)
= N
k1P @ +q) v @ ) sn( ) o

4 51)
W e thus ocbtain
1 1]

@ = sn(NT)——— <) 4.52)

where! = sgn(N ¥¥) () isthe energy ofthe -branch lnhe, where = ¢;s.
T he pcobian becom es:

11 1 1]
da = — —dv = ~dz (4 53)
vy @ ) 2 1 zv @)
A\

w here the neglected sign is Jater taken care ofwhen de ning the Integration lim is.
T his poobian is presented here because it w ill change the behavior of the spectral
function In the energy. T he particlke-hol energy occurring in the argum ent ofthe
spectral fiinction B! can now be expressed as 1[! ] vw v @) .By
expressing the energy in this form , we show that we are scanning the branch line
In such an interval, where it can reach the ;! ) point under consideration. N ote
forexam ple that directly under this particlke-hole ponnt, ie. orv= 1 ,wehave
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Figure42: Scham atic gure fora typicalbranch line integration, for 1= + . The
line w ith dotted endpointshasoneend xed at ;! ), and one end varying on the
brandh Iine itself. The latter point m ust not be further away in energy as what
isdictated by . Note that, depending on the branch line velocity and the value
of ! E , we will have a sin ilar situation as already discussed for the border
line case, accounted for .n Fig. [M). This m eans that the branch line m ay cut
through the base of the trangl in this picture, rendering a an aller Integration
Interval of z than what is depicted here.

that this energy expression is equalto 1[! 1! J. W e are then, by Introducing a
an allquantity g , and allow ing it to be both positive and negative, scanning the
brandch line in an interval that covers both sides of this energy point. Thus, by
de ning the energy in thisway, we are autom atically acoounting for the region of
the branch Ine of nterest. W e have that

7
dg B'wll U] vw v @) =
z
mw u] 1 S [ S T
= dz > F (z)
4 1 zv @) 1 zv @)
7
T T I
g, L] dz F @ (4 54)
4 1 zv @)’

So that the full spectral finction in the viciniy of the branch lnes becom es:
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where the factor sgn (° ) is introduced together w ith the integration lim its, in
order to always produce a positive number from the z integral. Note that this
expression becom es sihgular whenever we approach the branch lne for states
such that | 1 < 0. This expression will be responsible for the characteristic
line shapes of the spectral function, f©ollow ing the dispersion of the dispersive
pseudofermm ion or pseudoferm ion hole. H owever, when i enters the linear region
of its dispersion, this expression csases to be valid.

425 The Luttinger contribution

The "Luttinger contrdbution™ is a soecial case of the -branch line, de ned in
section [lM), where the dispersive pseudoferm ion is very close to one of its
Fem i points so that the dispersion relation is In its linear region. This case
needs to be treated separately from the general -branch case since the formulas
applied In that case are not valid as the dispersive pssudoferm ion enters the lnear
region. W e ram ind ourselves that in this region, the disgpersive pssudoferm ion is
in the sam e region as som e of the particle-holk excitations. In other words, the
created pseudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion hole, and the particle-hole excitations,
share the sam e velocity. In thisway, the "Luttinger contrdbution™ case arises from
a "velocity resonance e ect".

Forthis reason, we have to take a step back In our analysis, alltheway to Eq.
) . In this equation, we m ust change the dom ain of the k' integration, due to
the Ilin ited range ofm cm enta available for the lnear regin e. W e w ill introduce
a an allquantiy denoted g which m easures the width ofm om entum overwhich
we w ill integrate, for each value of ! °. Thism ore carefiil procedure of integrating
the particle-hol processes accounts for the lnear regin g, as the integration runs
successively along the dispersive line, according to the integration lin its of the k°
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Integral. W e will thus ket

Z ! Z son (v) !'=v o !
dr’ dk® ! dr? dk° (4 56)
0 sgn v) =v co 0 (10=v Q)

Wethen de ne g= 2 y=L wherey isa number between 0 and 1, and willbe

further speci ed Jater. Since the Fem i velocities di er from each other for the

di erent branches and for the two di erent Fem ipoints of the sam e branch, we

w ill change the notation of the spectral fiinction B, to BY¥ . In the ©llow ing we
et 0= slandsl= 0:

d!® d&k’B; &%!9B,_ (= k% ! 19
0 (10=v Q)

— d!1°By (%= g2;9Bg_(!=v %= + og2;! 19

0

This intemm ediate step can now be continued by using Eq. [ll), and by
changing integration variable from !%tox = !% ! . Therewillbe som e constant
factors in the follow Ing expressions, which we for now bundl up Into one overall
constant, denoted by C. In this way, we will arrive to the follow Ing expression
after som e straightforward algebra:

Zl
Cz—q(l!)03(4v 22 @ v)?? o ax 4 57)
0
Y 1 X X
1 ox+ %o - 249 x+ & — 2
o AV V4 2 v 2
0 0
l x q 2 — 1 x q 2 1
1 x+ % = —+ — x+ ¥ — —
AV V4 2 v 2

W e note now that forthe brandh, the argum ent ofthe -function isalways
larger than 0, which m akes it convenient to perform the °product explicitly for
this branch, which ladsto

Y % q % g 2 1
=+ &% = — =+ &% = — =
o v 2 v 2
qu 2 1
= (2x)° ! > @ary?t? 4 58)

By extracting allthe di erent exponents of the Ferm ivelocities, of the energy
! and ofthe momentum g, as well as of num erical factors and factors of ,
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we nd that by de ning the follow ing function:

Y Y . ) Z 4
F ,(1=v)=D, 2 o) dx (2x)* ! (4 59)
0 0=¢0;s1 o= 0
0
Y OV— OV— OV* Qv_i 2 — 1
1 X+ — X 1 X+ — X
v v v v

we can reach the ollow ing expression for the spectral function:

BY g 1)= L S PERE F, (1=v)
; = v v— =v
! 2 N, 4

(4 60)
where we have de ned .= 0 2 and the factor (1N _,) com es from the
de nition ofthe quantity y occurring in thede niion of gq:y= N ; = . This
y ischosen so thaty ! O when 2 ! Oand sothaty ! 1when 2 ' 1,

where it is assum ed that for the Luttinger case 0 < 2 < 1.

The ram aining procedure is now exactly equivalent to that of the -branch
case, w ith the sam e considerations as already dealt w ith. T his is the consequence
of the Luttinger contribbution being a "special case" of the -branch line: what
rem ains is to disperse our pssudofem ion, albeit con ned to the linear regine
of the digpersion relation, and x a point In the (k;!) plane which is in the
vicihity of this dispersive line. W here n the -branch case we deal with the

energy di erence ! ! ,here we dealw ith a sim ilar energy di erence ! Yute -
T he exponent of this energy di erence In the form er case was 1, here this
exponent is ; 1. The argum ents of the -functions will consist of Ferm i

velocities, and not the generalm om entum dependent velocity v (@) J sin ulating
the con nem ent to the viciniy of the Fem i ponnts. M oreover, the poobian of
the Integration w ill be identical to the -branch case, but wih a velocity equal
to v instead ofa vebcity v (@° ). Thus, with an analysis identical to the
one of the -branch line, we cbtain the full spectral function for the Luttinger
contribution :
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42.6 Fem ipoint contribution

T he last case to consider is the OP case, where both pssudoferm ions are con ned

to one of their Fem ipoints. W e willhave 4 di erent points in the ;! ) plane
of this kind. The spectral finction expression w ill then be valid in the viciniy
ofthese 4 points only, as the particke-hol contributions allow the spectralweight
from this case to extend a maxinum energy of from the Fem i level. There

is actually not much work to be done to account for the spectral function for
this case, since there is no nite energy psesudoferm ion to integrate over: both

pseudofermm ions or pseudoferm ion holes are con ned to one of their Fermm ipoints.
T he resulting expression for the spectral function In this case can thus easily be
read from Eq. [ll):

V2C0V1251 ] 0o 2

1 _ Vc0 sl I
By k;!)= 1 ( 1) @) 4— F (1=v) (4 .62)

where the introduced —functions restrict us to particle-hol energies between 0
and . W e note that this spectral function contrbutes in the vicinity of the
speci ¢ zero energy m om entum points speci ed in sections () RHB) and
) (HB), respectively. However, of all these points it is only in the vicinity
of kg ;0), that the spectral function hasa shgularbehavior. Indeed, forthe other
points, theexponent , 2 ispositive and hence the spectralweight vanishesasthe
zero energy level is approached. M oreover, In the viciniy of (kr ;0), this spectral

function has the an allest value for the exponent of all exponents derived.
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C hapter 5

O ne E lectron SpectralW eight

5.1 General (U=t) and n dependence

T he expressions forthe spectralw eight distributions derived in chapter M) depend
on the value of the ratio of the e ective C oloum b Interaction strength U and the
transfer ntegralt, aswellas on the electronic density of the system n (note that
we always have the magnetization m ! 0). This ollows from the U=t) and
n dependence of m ost quantities involved, as for exam plk the phase shifts, the
dispersion relations (@ and their corresponding group velocitiesv () (these
quantities arede ned by Egs. (), ), ) ond M), repectively). The
dispersion relations determm ine the shape of the branch lines in the ;! ) plne.
Since one of the pseudofermm ions or pseudoferm ion holes is created at one of its
Ferm ipoints, we can associate these characteristic lines w ith distinctive charge
type (€0) or spin type (sl) excitations Where the "type" of the excitation stands
for the charge or soin content of the dispersive pssudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion
hol). These spectral features are only sngular, however, for negative exponents
which produce divergent expressions as we approach the branch lines. In the
follow iIng, w henever referring to electrons, we w ill use units such that the lattice
constanta= 1.

W e ram ind oursslves that allof the 2 quantities are larger than zero and
thus o > 0 as well, where , is de ned in the text under Eq. (). This
m eans that the general 2P contribution does not exhibit any shgular behavior,
w ith the sole exception of the border lne case. A s we approach these lines, the
exponent becom es negative, equalto ( 1=2), and thuswe would expect a singular
"rin " along the line described by the condition vy (@) = Ve (@), where k and
! depend on g} and g through the relationships given in sections [ll) and
). 1t is interesting to note that the "velocity resonance e ect" of having
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the two elem entary excitations propagating at the sam e group velocity, produces
signi cant spectral features far away from the zero energy Fem i level

From now on,wew illchangebadk to the originalnotation by kttingg ! g
denote the canonical m om entum of the created or annihilated pseudofermm ion,
Independently if this is a nite energy psesudofermnm ion or not. Com ing back to
the branch lines, these are controlled by an exponent = 1, which may or
m ay not be greater than zero ( . denotes the cbranch lne exponent and ¢ the
sbranch line exponent). Ifwe are agoiring to com pare our theoretical resultsw ith
experin ents, then these shgular featuresm ustbevisble na (k;! ) photo en ission
or photo absorption scan of the spectral weight of the m aterial iIn question.

Tn the notation of sections [lll) and M), we will nd in the subsequent
sections that the lines exhibiting sngular behavior, corresoond to the numbers

0 = o ®RHB sbranch lne), o = s RHB cbranch line), o = + (LHB
sbranch line), and ¢ = + (LHB cbranch line) respectively. For these cases, the
m om entum dependence of the branch lne exponent is plotted for various values
of U=t).

One can envision the -branch line contrbution as a dispersive pseud—
oferm ion orpssudoferm ion hole, "m oving” along the line dictated by its dispersion
relation. A s it digperses, the particle-hole towers of states gives rise to spectral
features In the vicinity of the branch line. However, as this pssudofemn ion or
pseudoferm ion hole reaches one of the end points of its dispersive line shape, i
enters an Interm ediate regin e where the valid expression for the spectral weight
is not that of the -branch line, but rather that of the Luttinger contribution.
T his special case can be likened to the border line case, since it too arises from a
"velocity resonance e ect": when the dispersive psesudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion
hole enters the regin e w here its dispersion relation becom es linear, it has a veloc—
iy equalto one of the velocities of the particle-holk excitations. In this case, the
soectral features are described by another exponent than that of the -branch
Iine case.

T he exponents cbtained for the Luttinger contribution is equivalent to the ex-—
ponent obtained by low elem entary excitation energy m ethods, such as conform al

eld theory [FH]EEE] B

A s the above m entioned pseudoferm ion or pssudoferm ion hole approaches
the very end of its dispersive line shape, it enters yet another regin e w ithin the
Luttingerdiquid behavior, here dubbed the 0P regine. In this regin e, notablk
singular spectral features can be found, as it corresoonds to the m ost divergent
exponent. W e w ill expect som e diverging peaks at the zero energy Ferm ipoints,
ie. Prk = kg . However, for other integer multiples of ky (at the zero energy
level), the exponents are positive and does not give rise to any singular features.
Lastly, shce kp = n=2, we have that the distinctive Fermm ipoinnt peaks, aswell
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as the shape of the branch lines, change proportionally ton. A swe approach half

Iling, n ! 1, m ore and m ore spectralweight is transferred from the LHB to the
UHB.Indeed, forn = 1, the LHB is complktely empty. W e willbrie y discuss
the 1lling dependence of the exponents in section ).

T hus, the two Ingredients one needs in order to deduce the general spectral
weight behavior are the dispersion relations and the values of the exponents,
respectively. However, the greatest num erical challenge is to com pute the pre-
factors of the spectral function expressions, which were found to be proportional
to an Integration In the z = 1=v variablk of the function F (z). The resuls for
the theoretical spectral features reported in the ram ainder of this thesis work
were obtained by en plying the program m ing language Fortran as well as the
M athem atica software.

N um erical considerations:

Since we assum e that the m agnetization is vanishing, the sl pssudofermm ion
band is aln ost com plktely lled. However, at strict zero m agnetization, we have
that 2 _; = 0 by de nition, since the sl pseudoferm ions becom e non dynam ical.
T his Jeads to an ill de ned expression for the function F (z), Eq. (). A Iso,
m any quantities show discontinuities n this lim i, ie. that Im,, £ Mm )€ £ 0).
See prexampke Figs. [l - @), vhere ; () hasa sudden Jmp at the
boundaryg= ks;= Lk .Therbre,wedoallow a very smallyet niem agne-
tization in our calculations. In thisway, we avoid problam sw ith having conciding
values for the Fem im om enta and the lin iting m om enta for the B rdilloun zone.
Typically In our calculations, we have kpv k4 . 0:001.

To arrive to a suitabl value for our cuto , we assum e for the follow Ing
discussion that we are in the vicinity ofa spectral feature describbed by a negative
exponent. T he particlke-hole tower of states w ill then produce a decaying tail, as
the particlke-hol energy increases. T he value of the cuto must be chosen in
such a way as to properly acoount for this decaying tail. ITfchosen too an all, there
w ill be an unphysical (@brupt) end to the tower of states, producing a step-lke
feature at the cuto . However, if chosen too large, we will take into acoount
unphysical processes as we approach the cuto energy. M oreover, the cuto has
tobe chosen so that the sum rulesare satis ed. U nder the approxin ation that the
cuto isonly weakly state dependent, we nd that an average value of 02t
produces a spectralweight that ful 1s these crteria.
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52 The RHB spectralweight

In this section we present the 11l one electron spectral functions for the RHB,
as obtained by use of Egs. [[l), ), ), ), Bl), -nd ),
soectively. Furthem ore, we present the m om entum ﬁmd U=t) dependence of
Ehe Jranch line exponents, given by g 1= 1+ 2 , where 2 =

_ 2 isde ned by Eq. (), and 2 is given by the expressions found
in section [lM). W e also plot the regions in the ;! ) plane where the contri-
butions to the one electron spectral function generates a nite soectral weight.
T hese regions were obtained by the de ning equations for k and !, respectively,
presented in section (M) .

From section [llll), we sce that the sign of the shake-up phase shift, equalto

0= ,can be combined w ith the sign ofthe Fermm iponnt of that pssudoferm ion
hole which is con ned to such a point, when listing all possble branch lines. W e
ram em ber that the spectral finction is an even function of frsm om entum variable
and that hence for sim plicity we are only interested in positive m om entum values.
W e now have two distinct cbranch lines, both Involring a sl pssudofem ion hol
being created at its positive Ferm ipoint.

T Figs. @), ) and M), the Ines originating from excitations w ith m o—
mentum values outside the rst Brillouin zone (ie. such that k > ) are folded
back into this zone. M oreover, for 0 < k < ky we have two chbranch lines pined
at k = 0. The one Iowest In j! jcan equivalently be described in temm s of the
other one, but w ith negative m om entum values. This cbranch line segm ent is
then ©lded over into the positive m om entum region. The m om entum dependent
branch line exponents are plotted in M), for the branches w ith negative expo—
nents, ie. forthe shgularcbranch lnebetween Kk and 3ky and forthe sbranch
Inebetween k andkr . A llotherbranch lines have positive exponents and thus
their weight decreases as we approach the branch lines. For the Fermm ipoint con—
tributions, the only negative exponent occurs at k = ky . For U=t) = 100 this
exponent is y 0867 whilst for U=t) = 49 it isy 0:951.

T he spectralweight distrbution forthe entire (k;! ) plane for arbitrary values
of U=t), n and m agnetization m ! 0, wasobtained by the use of the expressions
derived In the previous section. Our resuls for U=t) = 100 should be very
sin ilar to other results valid in the large U=t) linit. In Fig. [lM), we plt the
spectral function for U=t) equalto 100 and n Fig. [ll) or U=t) equalto 429,
respectively. The form er case should then be com pared w ith the corresponding
Fig. @), origihally presented in Ref. ] and valid for U=t) ! 1 only. That
reference uses properties of the H ubbard m odel unique for the in nite repulsion
case, and does not use the pseudoferm ion representation per se. However, the
representation used In that reference is related to ours shce n the U=t) ! 1
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Figure51: The region ofthe ;! )planew ith a nite spectralweight from the 2P
contribution (left) and the brandh lines and the border Ine (right), respectively,
for the one electron ram ovalband RHB) wih U=t) = 100, n= 059 andm !
0. In the rght gure, there are two chbranch lines em erging from the point
k;!')= &kr;0). The one extending towards an aller m om enta is characterized by

0 = s = 1, the other one by = s1 = 1. The fom er line cbeys
k= qgo+ kr and the batterk = gy + 3ky, n them ! 0 lmm i. Both of these
lines are folded back into the positive m om entum section of the rst Brillouin
zone. Note the alnost com plktely at sl digpersion. The border line can be
Seen oonnecting the m minum energy points of the two cbrandh lines, having
Voo (@0) = Va1 (1) O.
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Figure52: Theregion ofthe ;! ) plnewih a nite spectralweight from the 2P
contribution (left) and the branch lines and the border line (right), respectively,
for the one electron rem ovalband RHB) with U=t)= 49, n= 059%9andm ! 0.
The main di erence as com pared w ith the (U=t) = 100 case, is that the sl s
brandch lines have now a non negligbl energy width. The sbranch line between

k and kg is characterized by o = o = 1 (the two choices of the sign
produces two superposing line shapes), and the sbranch line between 3k and
5kr is characterized by = o= 1 Bk is folded back to 2 5k ). The
border line velocity vz 1, assum esallvalies in thedom ain Vg1, = Vg Q) = Vi1 (G1)
and brings the region of nite spectralweight to am aller energies than that ofthe
U=t) = 100 case due to the larger value of vy .
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Figure 53: The value of the exponents for the cbranch lnes (kff) and the s
brandh lines (right), for various values of U=t), n = 059 andm ! 0. For the
sbranch line exponent, the tick m ark at ky =2 is lhserted to aid the eye. Note
that the cbranch line ssgm ent between k and 0 is folded over into the positive
m om entum region. T he value of the chranch exponent for U=t) = 100 isalm ost
constant. Forthe folded m om enta values, the values ofthe chranch line exponent
for ntermm ediate values of U=t), is an aller than the corresponding exponent for
U=t) = 100. For this subbranch, the exponent is an aller for smaller U=t),
how ever for allothervalues ofqg, we have the opposite situation. T he sbranch line
exponent isalways an aller for sm aller U=t), howeverw ith a decreasing di erence

aswe approach the Fem im om entum kg .
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Figure 54: The one<elctron ram oval RHB) full spectral function, for U=t) =

100, n = 059 andm ! 0, as viewed from two di erent angls. The most
divergent peak is to be found at the zero energy k = ky pont. From this point,
one cbranch and one sbranch em erge. For both of thes branches, we have the
Intermm ediate "Luttinger contribution™ which brings the spectral weight down as
com pared to the value at (;!) = (g ;0). For the cbranch, the total weight
does not change signi cantly for negative velocities. H owever, as this line passes
the zero velocity point the weight starts to vanish aswe approach k = 3kr . The
border Iine contrioution can be seen to produce very little weight, however visbl
in the gure. The sbranch weight decreases continuously as we depart from

k = kr and approach k = 0. The entire sbhranch is concentrated at exciation
energies close to zero, due to the very weakly dispersing sl pssudoferm ion holes
for large values of U=t).
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Figure 55: The oneelectron rem oval RHB) full spectral function, for U=t) =
49, n = 059 andm ! 0, asviewed from two di erent angles. Som e of the
features are sim ilar to the ones of the U=t) = 100 case, Por exam ple the strong
divergence of the spectral weight at the point ;! )= kr;0). The sbranch is
howeverm uch m ore dispersive, as can be seen on the sbrandch line feature between
k= 0 and k = ki . Note that the border line isno longer at, as com pared to the
U=t) = 100 case, m ainly due to the lJarger sl group velocity.
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Figure 5.6: Theoneelectron ram oval RHB) full spectral function from Ref. 1],
for U=t)= 1 atquarter llingn= 05andm ! 0. Note the overall agreem ent
with Fig. [l), or exam pk the c—and the sbranch line features, and the Femm i
peak singularity. M oreover, the chbranch line feature fades away as it approaches
3kr .

Iim i, the 0 pssudoferm ion becom es the "soinless fermm ion" ofthat reference. The
soin part of that reference is describbed by the 1D H eisenberg spin ham iltonian.
Here we use it as a reference for the validiy of our resuls.

The features of the "large (U=t)" spectral function cbtained by usihg the
pseudoferm ion representation are described in the caption of Fig. [ll). It is
a veri cation that the "Basic" transition is a good approxin ation to the total
spectralw eight ofthe Jarge (U=t) spectral finction, by com parison w ith F ig. [ll).
Considering other transitions (for exam pl, the previously described "E xotic"
transition) w ill only m odify the total spectral welight very slightly. For exam ple,
these other transitions w ill not bring about new features to the overall spectral
function, but add an all corrections to the already existing features and ultin ately
m ake so that the exact sum rulew illbe satis ed. This is the reason of not having
any tick m arks on the z-axis of the gures presented here: considering m ore
transitions could, however slightly, shift the total weight. The general shape is
how ever directly proportional to the probability of nding the created electronic
hok at momentum k and energy ! . Asa nalramark, we note that our result
that the 2P "badkground" contribution is indeed very am all, is con m ed by the
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studies of Refs. [0

Them ain di erence between the full spectral finction of the large U=t) case
and of the Intem ediate (U=t) case, is the increase of the velocity vs;. This
Increase introduces spin related excitation energies signi cantly departed from
the zero energy level. Since we always have that v %1, the border line covers
the entire sl band, but only a segm ent (sym m etrical around zero) ofthe c0 band.
D ue to the larger value of vy; for the intem ediate U=t) case, as com pared to is
value for large U=t), the border line extends to higher energy excitation valies,
than for Jarge U=t) case. Our results for U=t) = 49 are presented in Fig. [l).

53 The LHB spectralweight

In this section we present the full one electron spectral functions for the LHB,
as obtained by use of Egs. [ l), ), ), ), BN, -nd Bl), =
soectively. Furthem ore, we present the m om entum gnd U=t) dependence of
Ehe Jranch line exponents, given by g 1= 1+ 2 , where 2 =

_ 2 isde ned by Eq. (), and 2 isde ned In section (). W e
also plot the regions In the (k; ! ) plane w here the contributions to the one electron
soectral finction generates a nite spectral weight. T hese regions were cbtained
by the de ning equations for k and !, regpectively, presented in section () .
W ith an eye to the applications of the theory, presented in chapter W), we have
chosen the intermm ediate value of U=t) to be equalto 561 and not 49 as in the
RHB case.

T he one electron addition spectral function is described by creation of one c0
pseudofermm ion and the appearance of one extra sl psesudoferm ion hole. The LHB
"Basic" transition is descrbed in section [ @), from which we nd that there
isa an aller number ofbranch lnes than n the RHB case.

This results In part from the subtlee ect that the sl pssudoferm ion hol isnot
created at the expense of a sl pseudoferm ion. The numberN ¢; rem ains constant
under this transition. The contrast to the RHB case described in the previous
Section can be described by the fact that the sl pssudoferm ion current is zero for
allvalues of the sl canonicalholemomenta g;; di erent from g1 = ks k.
For positive values of the m om entum k, we hence have one chbranch and one
sbranch In total.

The general dom ains of nite LHB spectral weight is given in Fig. ()
for U=t) = 100 and ;n Fig. [M) or U=t) = 561. Note that the <0 total

bandw idth g ( ) 0 (0) = 4t is Independent of U=t). Sihce a 0 pssudofem ion
is created in the "Basic" LHB transition, having canonical m om entum values
between and 2k and between 2ky and , respectively, we see that the
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Figure5.7: Theregion ofthe ;! )plnewih a nite spectralweight from the 2P
contribution (left) and the branch lines and the border line (right), respectively,
for the one electron addition band LHB) wih U=t)= 100,n= 05%9andm ! O.
T he sl band is nearly dispersionless, In analogy w ith the large (U=t) case forthe
RHB. There is no nite spectral weight for 0 < k < kg, as both branch lines
orighate at k = ky and extend into regions with larger k. The border line is
nearly at, due to having vy 0.

Figure58: Theregion ofthe ;! ) plhnewih a nie spectralweight from the 2P

contribution (left) and the branch lines and the border line (right), respectively,
forthe one electron addition band LHB)with U=t) = 5%61,n= 05%9andm ! O.
T he basic topology is the sam e as for the U=t) = 100 case, but with a larger
value for vy, which In uences the extension of the sbranch line and the border
line onto higher values of ! , as com pared to the U=t) = 100 case.

156



m axin um excitation energy ofthe c0 creation is govemed by 9 ( ). Thisvalue
can beread o ofFig (M), and increases rdecreasing (U=t). This explains the
di erence in the scale of the energy axis n Figs. () and ). The sbranch is
described by m om entum values k = 2ky @1 and runs through values between
kr and 3ky , respectively, and not between 0 and ky asin the RHB case described
In the previous section.

T he values of the branch lne exponents are plotted in Fig. [llM), for various
values of U=t). Sim ilarily to that case, we are always restricting ourselves to
mom entum valies k such that 0 < k < , which explains the apparent double
valuedness of the chbranch exponent. The two cbranch lines, corresponding to

the two possble values of ¢ = , m aps onto one single continuous line by only
allow ing positive values of k inside the B rillouin zone, In the ollow ing way: The
cbranch lne feature with 4 = + ranges from k = kK tok = 3k (or

negative c0 pssudoferm ion canonicalm om entum values) and from k= ky tok =
k (forpositive 0 pssudoferm ion canonicalm om entum values), resoectively.

Sin ilarily, the cbranch line feature with 4 = ranges from k = + k to
k= k (fornegative o0 pseudofermm ion canonicalm om entum values) and from
k= 3k tok = + kr (for positive c0 pssudoferm ion canonical m om entum

values), respectively.

For exam ple, n the U=t) = 561 curve of Fig. [, we see the value of the

cbranch line exponent forthe ¢ = + subbranch, for k ranging between kry and

k . The other subbranch (4 = ), k ranging between 3k and + kg, starts
at 3ky wih a value ofthe exponent roughly around 023 and then decreases as
k ncreasesbeyond k = . The value ofthe exponentatk = + k¢ (packfolded
to m om entum k) is moughly equalto the value of the exponent belonging to
the subbranch wih  ; = + at the samem om entum value.

W e note that the sbranch exponents are m onotonously increasing w ith k,
becom Ing larger than zero for a large segm ent of the totalbranch line. W e are
thus expecting that the spectralweight ofthe sbranch line w illvanish com plktely
as we travel along the line from k = kr towards k = 3kg . This characteristic
behavior of the sbranch line is indeed veri ed in Figs. (M) and M), where
the fading away of this line feature is evident.

A nother characteristic feature ofthe LHB isthe In portance oftheborder Ines,
which In general carry m uch m ore spectral weight than their RHB counterparts.
This e ect has been attributed to a van-H ove sngularity [ ] in the strong
coupling lim it.

T he exponents of the Fermm i point shgularities are 0889 for U=t) =
100 and 0965 for U=t) = 5:61. The strong negative exponent in both
casesm otivates the high peak at thepoint k;! )= kr ;0) orboth valuesof U=t).
For the chbranch line, however, we have that . grows with decreasing U=t),
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Figure 59: The valie of the exponents for the cbranch lne (left) and the s
branch Iine (right) forthe LHB, forvariousvaluiesof U=t),n= 059andm ! 0.
T he value ofthe chranch exponent for U=t) = 100 isaln ost constant. N ote that
the exponent for the cbranch line segm ent form om entum valiesg>  is folded
into the st Brllouin zone (the exponent w ith canonicalm om entum g= + kg

is olded back into the Brillouin zone at the sm all break of the continuous line
given by (@), visbl between 2kr; and 3kr ). The cbranch lne exponents start
from g= ky wih rmughly the sam e slope, but wih an increasing value of the
curvature for decreasing values of U=t), and thus the values of . (q) Increases for
decreasing (U=t). The sbranch line exponent is negative for m om entum values
clos=e to kg, but grow s m onotonously with g and becom es positive affer som e
soeci ¢ value of g and ram ains positive for the ram ainder of the branch lne. W e
would thus expect the sbranch line feature of the full spectral function to vanish
as this value of g is reached and passed. Note that ¢ (@) depends alm ost linearly
on g for U=t) = 10, and for an aller values of this ratio the dependence ism ainly

concave, whilst for larger values of this ratio, it ism ainly convex.
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Figure 510: The oneelectron addition (LHB) fiill spectral function, for U=t) =

100, n = 059 andm ! 0, asviewed from two di erent angles. The strongest
divergency of the spectral function occurs at the zero energy Fem i point k =

kr . The cbranch orighating from this point has a an oothly decreasing soectral
weight and is aln ost vanishing at the other end (towards the zero energy point
at k = 3kg). The origin of the large rin of the border line is discussed in the
text of this section. H owever, this line seam s here a little bit mugged which is due
to the num erically sensitive calculations aswell as to lim tations in our "constant
cuto " and LHB "Basic" transition approxin ations.

producihg a weaker soectral weight as com pared to larger values of this ratio.

T he spectral function ofF ig. [lll) should be com pared w ith that ofRef. Jl],
given in Fig. [[lM). Th this reference, there isno division ofthe di erent types of
contributions keading to the total gpectral function, but alltypesof nalstatesfall
Into the sam e m athem atical treatm ent, In contrast to the pseudoferm ion m ethod.
T hism eans that there isno clear division between the contributions ofthe branch
lines and the border lines, for exam ple. H owever, there is also a positive e ect of
this: there are no troublesom e crossover regions In which it is not clear exactly
which type of contribution should be valid. For the cbranch lne, In the vicinity
ofthe zero velocity point, we have that this contribution superposes on the border
Ine contribution. M oreover, due to the atness of the sl band, i is not clear
how in portant the Luttinger contribution w illbe for the border line, since it can
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Figure 511: The oneelectron addition (LHB) fiill spectral finction, for U=t) =
561, n= 059%9andm ! 0, asviewed from two di erent angles. The non zero
dispersion of the sl band introduces a curved border line, as well as a curved
sbranch line. T he latter is vanishing due to the positiveness of the exponent g,
ascon med by Fig. ). The exponent for the Fermm i point contrdbution is

even an aller here than in the U=t) = 100 case, explaining the strong peak at the
point k;!)= kg ;O0).
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Figure 512: The oneelctron addition (LHB) fll spectral function from Ref.
], or U=t) = 1 atquarter Ilingn= 055andm ! 0. This gure should be
compared to Fig. [lM). W e see that the characteristic spectral features shown
here is also present in Fig. [lM). For exam ple, the pronounced border line
singulariy, the 0 pssudoferm ion branch line, sl pssudpfem ion branch line, and

the strong divergency at the point ;! )= (kr ;0), are all features acocounted for
In both gures.
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be argued that the Luttinger liquid region increases as the dispersion relations
becom es atter, and thus "m ore lnear". These an all uncertainties cause the
rugged appearance of the border line of the pssudoferm ion m ethod, which is a
num erical feature totally absent n them ethod ofRef. []. T he reasoning behind
this ruggedness In the U=t) = 100 case in plies that for Iower values of U=t),
this num erical e ect would be less pronounced, as the sl digpersion becom es less

at and hence the Luttinger contribution m ore con ned. This isverd ed In F1ig.
), v here virtually all of this ruggedness is non existent.

54 Density dependent exponents and disper—
sions

In this section we willbrie y discuss the lling dependence ofthe -branch lne
exponents, w ithout plotting the fi1ll spectral fuinction . A sbefore, these exponents
were calculated by use of the de ning equations in sections () and ),
respectively. W hen discussing these exponents, we w ill exclusively focus on the
sam e branch lines as In the previous sections of this chapter. A Iso, the energy
dispersions presented here were obtained from Eq. [ll).

A llofthe gurespresented here arevald for U=t) = 10 andm ! 0.In Figs.
) -, e present the <0, s1, and ¢l pseudofermm ion dispersion relations for
n = 0:35;0:59; and 085 respectively.

For the RHB, the dispersing quantum ob fcts are c0 and sl pssudofermm ion
holes. Thus, as n decreases, 0 does the value of the Fermm i m om entum , and
hence the c0 and sl pssudoferm ion holesw illhave a an aller canonicalm om entum
range In which to digperse. Thism eans that the characteristic peak at the Ferm i
point k;!)= kr;0) approaches the zero m om entum and zero energy comer in
the k;!) plane, asn ! 0. Them hinum valie of the = 0;sl digpersion
relations, nam ely (0), approaches zero in this lim it. Thus, the -branch lines
w ill also shrink towards k;! )= (0;0).

Forn ! 1, the situation is reversed: the c0 and sl pseudoferm ion holes w ill
have an Increasingly lJarger canonicalm om entum range In which to disperse. A's
before, the position of the peak at ;! )= kr;0) willm ove asn varies. The -
brandch Iines w ill extend over increasingly larger portions of the (k;!) plane, as
the dom ains ofthe pseudofermm ion energies and canonicalm om enta increasesw ith
Increasing n.

For the LHB, the situation is som ewhat di erent since in this case the dis-
persive quantum ob pcts correspond to the ) pseudoferm ion (@nd not the pssud-—
oferm ion holk), and the sl psesudofermnm ion hole, respectively. For the c0 pseud-

162



Figure 513: The c0 pseudoferm ion dispersion relations for various values of the
elkctronic density n, U=t) = 10 andm ! 0. A cocording to the de nition of the
Fem imomentum , G = 2kg = n, we see that the Fem im om enta approaches
the lin ting values for the e ective Brillouin zone asn ! 1, and goes to zero as
n goes to zero. The bandw idth is constant and equals 4t independently of the
electron density.

Figure 5.14: The sl pseudoferm ion dispersion relations for various values of the
elkectronicdensity n, U=t) = 10andm ! 0. Theband shrinksw ith decreasingn,
w ith a decreasing bandw idth, and w ith Ferm ipoints gga = k = n=2"! 0

asn! O
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Figure 515: The cl pssudoferm ion dispersion relations for various values of the
electronic density n, U=t) = 10 andm ! 0. Even though we do not consider

nalstatesw ith nite occupancies ofcl pssudofermm ions, the dispersion is included
here for com pleteness. Both the energy bandw idth and the values ofthe canonical
mom enta at the e ective Brillouin zone boundaries decrease asn ! 1. This is
basically an e ect of the din nishing num ber of doubly occupied, and an pty,
rotated electron sites, regpectively, in this lim it.
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ofemm ion, we have that for decreasing values of n, the dom ain In which the <0
pseudoferm ion can disperse increases. Forvery low densities, the added <0 pssud-
oferm ion will have aln ost the entire <0 band "for itself", and will thus yield a
m ore extended cbranch line as for higher densities. W e ram em ber that the c0
pseudoferm ion dom ain ofdispersion in this case corresponds to canonicalm om en—
tum values In the ( ; n) and the ( n; ) dom ains, regpectively. T he sbranch
line, however, follow s the sam e general behavior as in the RHB case, with is
brandh line feature shrinking tow ards the point (0;0).

O nce again, the situation is reversed In the opposite Iimit, n ! 1. Here, the
added 0 pssudoferm ion w illonly be able to digperse along the "w Ings" near the
canonicalm om entum values g = (corresponding to the shrinking regions for
which (@ > 0). According to the sum rule of Eq. [ll), the total spectral
weight ofthe LHB vanishes in this Iim it, transferring its weight to the UHB .

N ote that in allofthese cases, the region in the ;! ) plane w ith contrlutions
from the border line, is govemed by the value of vy, . Irrespectively if we study
the RHB or the LHB, all canonicalm om entum values in the sl band such that

s1 @) 0 have a corresponding canonicalm om entum valie In the <0 band, such
that the pseudoferm ion group velocities are equal to each other.

The -branch Ine exponents are plotted in Figs. [lll) and [lM). Their
dependence on the lling n isdiscussed in the corresponding captions. G enerally,
for the RHB, we have that as n decreases, so does the total spectral weight, In
accordance w ith the sum rule. Indeed, the value of the negative cbranch line
exponent Increases w th decreasing n. H owever, the sbranch line exponent does
not. The conclusion of this is that a study of the branch lne exponents alone,
is not su cient to characterize the behavior of the branch line spectral feature.
A sn Increases we have that the RHB cbrandh line feature exhibits a stronger
divergent behaviorasn ! 1, even though thise ect is not "dram atic".

For the LHB, we have an iInteresting e ect for the sbranch lne. Nam ely,
as the mom entum increases from k = kp, the exponent for the sbranch line
beocom es positive at a certain m om entum value larger than kr . However, this
m om entum value approaches ky asn decreases. Hence, the weight of this branch
line m ust also decrease asn decreases. W e do not detect any sim ilare ect forthe
cbranch line exponent. It seam s reasonable to assum e that the disappearence of
the spectral weight In the LHB casesasn ! 1 is in the pssudofem jon picture
Iinked w ith the disappearence ofa dynam icalc0 branch, rather than to the values
of the branch line exponents them selves.

In this chapter, we have studied the behavior of the -brandch line exponent
only. Fora com plkte understanding ofthe 1ling dependence ofthetotal -branch
line spectralbehavior, we need in addition to study the corresponding behavior
of the pre-factors.

165



4c(Q) ¢s(q)
028

~0.45

1 Y7 s
~032 s
~034 iy
-0.36 . -0.65
~038 |

Figure 516: The exponents for the cbranch lne (kff) and the sbranch lne
(dight) for the RHB, for various values of n, U=t) = 10 and m ! 0. Fora
xed mom entum value g = gy, we see that () is Increasing as n decreases
(ie. by follow ng a vertical line upwards). Hence In general, the cbranch lne
feature diverges m ore slow Iy as the density decreases. Note however, that the

value of this exponent at the Fem ipoint kp = = n=2, doesnot aler signi cantly

between di erent densities. An interesting e ect occurs at n = 085 for the
branch line: the value of the exponent at the Femmn i point is larger than the
corresoonding value at m om enta between 0 and ky , In contrast to the values of
the other exponents of the chbranch line. For the sbranch line, no lnheartype
trend can be deduced, as the Intem ediate density value produces the an allest
exponent for anallm om entum values. For any n,  is always negative however

Increasing as q ncreases from 0 towards kr . As with the cbrand line, the

exponent for the sbranch line does not vary signi cantly at the corresoonding

Fem ipointsky = = n=2.
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Figure 517: The exponents for the chbranch lne (kff) and the sbranc lne

(right) for the LHB, for various values ofn, U=t) = 10 andm ! 0. For the c
brand line, the exponent is alw ays negative and not varying signi cantly w ith n,

roughly largerthan 0:40 and sn allerthan 0:30. Forthe sbranch line however,
as n decreases, the region orwhich (@) < 0 shrnks, and thus we expect that

the sbranch line becom es kss and Jss signi cant. Note that the length of the

sbranch line shrinks as n decreases, w hilst we have the opposite dependence on

the 1ling for the cbranch line. In conclision, as n decreases, the weight in the

vicihiy of the sbrandch lne decreases whilst the weight n the vicinity of the

cbranch line does not.
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C hapter 6

A pplications — E xperim ental
SpectralW eight

6.1 The organic com pound TTF-TCNQ

W e will n this section devote som e attention to the organic m aterial "Tetrathi-
afulvalene Tetracyanoquinodin ethane", abbreviated TTF-TCNQ . For tem pera—
tures above the broken symm etry state (linked to a Peierls transition as further
described In this section), it is characterized as a m etallic "charge transfer salt"
consisting of linear stacks of planarm olecules. In the subsequent sections, som e
generalproperties of thism aterialw ill be discussed conveying the reasons forwhy
it constitutes a reasonable quasi 1D m aterial allow ing it to be com pared w ith the
theoretical results cbtained so far. It is not our Intention to explain in greater
detail the rich physical literature that exists regarding TTF-TCNQ , nor to m ake
a "from st principles" derivation of its physical properties. T his is outside the
soope of this thesis report. H ow ever, the Interested reader could use the references
given In this and in the subsequent section for a deeper study of the properties
Oof TTF-TCNQ.

T he charge transfer occurs between the two types of m olecules, ie. between
the stadks: an approxin ate 059 electrons per m okeculk is transferred from the
TTF to the TCNQ molcul, which drives the stacks m etallic. In the metal-
lic phase, the electrical conductivity is about three orders of m agniude larger
In the intra—strack direction (for both m olecules) than in other directions 1],
a property attrbuted to the crystal structure [0]] [00]]. This is m anifested
through -type orbitals overlbpping in the conduction direction, ie. overlapping
w ith neighboring m olecules belonging to the sam e stack. The high conductivity,
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as com pared to inorganic m etals, has been a key m otivator for scienti ¢ inves-
tigations since the 1970’s. Actually, TTF-TCNQ is one of the m ost celebrated
organic conductors which have been widely exam ned since its discovery ]
m ainly regarding its electronic conductivity and optical properties, which have
been thoroughly Investigated in for exam ple Refs. [ 1]. For our purposes,
the m aterial m akes a good candidate for a "one dim ensional electronic system "
regarding the one electron rem oval spectral properties of the m etallic phase. The
crystal structure of TTF-TCNQ , along w ith is B rillouin zone, is depicted In F ig.
) .

T he non D rude behavior of the m etallic regin e is describbed In Ref. [01], a
regin e reached above the critical tem perature T, = 54 K . T his critical tem per-
ature is about half the value of the predicted m ean— eld weak coupling valie,
a deviation attributed to strong 1D uctuations [1]. Below this tam perature a
charge density wave buidsup in the TCNQ chains, eventually tuming the system
Into an insulator at 38 K (the corresponding tam perature or the TTF stacks is
49 K ] . The critical tem perature is linked w ith a Pelerls transition, where
an electronic gap opens up due to the m olecule Jattice displacem ents [ ]
T hism eans that even though the theoreticalm odel developed here refers to zero
tem perature, we have to study the m aterdal at tem peratures higher than the crit—
ical tem perature in order to reach the m etallic phase, for which our theory is
vald.

T he charge transfer between the m olecules shifts the intra-m olecular density
ofekctrons by nrcyg = 059 PrTCNQ and thusby nrrr = 2 059= 141 for
TTF, ie. wih a hol density of 059. Thus, due to the particke-hole symm etry
of our model, it su ces to study system s with a density of 0:59. In this way,
"rem oving an electron" RHB) forthe TCNQ translates into "adding a hok" for
theTTF (LHB),and hence the spectralweight ofboth transitions can bem apped
onto thesame (k;!) r=gion, w ith ! 0. W em ust note how ever, that the transfer
Integrals for the Individual stacks are di erent from each other.

T he fact that C oloum b interaction plays a key role for the electronic structure
OofTTF-TCNQ isnotanew chin ] ], and from physical properties other
than the photo em ission spectrum , one would expect that U 4t, w ith a slightly
highervalie forthisratio for T TF, than or TCNQ .By com paring w ith the photo
amn ission spectrum , i isa sin ple tting procedure (W ith the pseudoferm ion energy
dispersions as the tting functions) to deduce the values of U=t) yielding the
best m atch between experim ental and theoretical results []] (hote that the <0
pseudoferm ion bandw idth is constant and equalto 4t). In the follow Ing, we shall
usetheresultsofRefs. []] and 1], where an aIn ost perfect agreem ent betw een
the theoretical and the experim ental spectralweight is found fort= 040 &V and
U=19¢&V PrTCNQ,andt= 0356V andU = 196 &V forTTF , respectively.
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Figure 6.1: The crystal structure of TTF-TCNQ . The angls about the a axis,
asm easured w ith respect to the ¢ axis, ensuresm axinum covalent bonding along
the stack direction, hence m aking the electronic conductivity strongly anisotropic.
A s a resul, the electrical conductivity n the b direction is three orders ofm ag—
nitude larger than in the other directions. The Brillbuin zone (rght) show s the
high symm etry points in the corresponding reciprocal space directions. Thus, we
m easure electronic m om entum along the b direction, identifying the centre of

the Brillouin zone , asthe zero m om entum point.
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W enote that these values ofthe H ubbard param etersproduce an exact tw ith the
pseudofermm ion energy bandw idths. W e thus cbtain e ective values U=t) = 49
for TCNQ and (U=t) = 561 Pr TTF, resgpectively, which fiirtherm ore coincide
w ih the ndingsofRef. [1] (@nd w illbe further dem onstrated below ).

O ne last note should be m ade on the sub ect of "din ensional crossover", ie.
the phenom enon that the quasi 1D m aterial, for som e reason and in som e regin g,
changes its physicalbehavior to start acting like, forexam ple, a 2D layer. In Ref.
. |] i is con m ed that the intem olecular transfer integral is on the order of 5
m eV kk Tp In the B direction. Thism eans that at su ciently low tem pera-
tures, we w ill start to see hopping between identical m olecules belonging to dif-
ferent stacks. M oreover, below the Peilerls transition we w ill also have in portant
contributions to the dynam ics of the system from electron-phonon interactions.
T hese considerations foroe us to only study the systam at tem peratures T > Tp .

62 ARPES experimentson TTF-TCN Q

ARPES is an abbreviation for "anglk resolved photoelectron spectroscopy" and
basically stands for the experim ental procedure equivalent to what a theoretician
would call "one electron ram oval” []]. T he basic physical considerations regard—
Ing the ARPE S technique w ill not be accounted for here, other than Just stating
that the energy and direction of the photoem ited electron de nes the quantum
state of the m aterial sam ple. Thus, varying these param eters, i is possible to
cbtain a ull energy and mom entum map. The ARPES technigque does not de-
m and a certain environm ent or sam ple tem perature per se, and the experim ents
can be conducted at zero m agnetic elds. U sually, this technique is em ployed for
probing the shape of the Fem i surface of the sam ple, however In our case this
technigue is used to study properties of the bulk m aterial itself.

Tom otivate this, we use the reasoning ofF .Zw ick et al []]. In this reference,
soecialconcem istaken regarding surface e ects: surface sensitiveness to radiation
dam age, aginhg of cleaved surfaces, eventual perturbations on the buk charge
balance and Jattice periodicity due to surface e ects, possibility of an insulating
surface, and so forth. The "passing" of these tests for TTF-TCNQ allow s us to
conclude that the ARPES m easuram ents actually do give us inform ation on the
bulk properties of the m aterial. Som e of the references that F. Zwick et aluse
in this analysis nclude Refs. [} 1], with the m ain conclusion that cleaved
surfaces of TTF-TCNQ are "highly ordered and retain the periodicity of the
buk" up to the penetration depth used by the ARPES technique. By kesping
the m aterial sam pl at an ambient tem perature of 150 K, F. Zwik et al ]
m easure the spectral weight along the b axis, as well as along the perpendicular
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a axis. The Jast measurem ent serves the pupoose of excluding this direction
as a conductive direction, show Ing no digpersive behavior. The point of the
Brillouin zone is the natural zero m om entum point, wih the spectral weight
In the b direction symm etrical around this point. Further on, Zw ik goes on
discussing the tem perature dependence of the spectra, and how the size of the
Pelrls gap ts wih various theoretical m odels. The interested reader should
note that the spectralweight distribution of TTF-TCNQ indeed doeshave a very
Interesting tem perature dependence, which is summ arized for exam ple in Refs.
] ], H owever, the conclusions are expected: the experim ental results do not
twih a Fem iliquid description (@an exam ple of this is the absence of the usual
m etallic Fem iedges of the spectral weight; Instead a com plete supression of the
quasi particle weight is found), neither do they tw ith a strong electron-phonon
Interaction description. D ue to the inooherency of the spectral weight and the
Interaction dependent singular lines in the m apped ;! ) plane, one should use
1D ocorrelated ferm ion m odels In order to explain the experim entally obtained
soectral features.

But there is one feature not explicitly touched in that reference, a feature upon
which our theory trium phs or fails com pletely: the ssparation of the chargetype
) excitations and the spin-type sl excitations, usually referred to as the "soin-
charge ssparation" [1]. In contrast to standard Luttinger liquid theory, where
one studies the spin-charge ssparation for low lying excitations only, here this
Separation occurs for nite energy excitations. In recent studies of the soectral
behavior of the 1D Hubbard m odel, such separate charge and soin excitations
were denti ed [0] (00]. In our language, however, this sgparation is m ani-
fested through the di erent types of contributions which lead to the full spectral
fiunction, w ith the branch lines and the border lines as the m ost obvious features.

From an experin entalpoint ofview , we nd thatRef. ] presents ARPES
measuramentson TTF-TCNQ w ih details ofthe spectral features not previously
reported. In that reference, the ARPES procedure involved a m om entum and
energy resolution of 007 A ! and 60 m eV, respectively, and with an ambient
tem perature of T = 61 K .M oreover, a com parison w ith the predictions of density
functionalband theory ism ade. U nfortunately, the Iine predictions ofthism ethod
fails com pletely, producing non physicalband dispersions (ie. predicting spectral
weight in the (k;! ) plane along linesw ith the w rong bandw idth) and m issing som e
experin entally proven goectral features all together. This is ilustrated in Fig.
- .

W e have already discussed and shown in section W), the various line features
that the pseudofemm ion description ofthe H ubbard m odelproduces. n Fig. [ll)
we show the sam e grey scale densiy plot of the experim ental soectral weight of
Ref. ], but now tted with the characteristic branch lines and border line
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Figure 62: A density plot of the cbtained ARPES dispersions of TTEF-TCNQ

according to R ef. ], togetherw ith a density fiinctionalband prediction regard—
ing the singular line features (of the sam e reference) . W e see m a pr quantitative
and qualitative discrepancies, for exam ple the m isn atch between the lnes a, b
and ¢ and the experin entally obtained data. A lso, we see that the band theory
is Incapable to reproduce the experin ental features labeled d and d° which is
perhaps the m ost serious failire of thism ethod.

174



zk 2
F Ult=5.61

0.0

S
»

energy relative to E_ (eV)

Q Ut=4.9

"
-l
o

A

00 Tos 10
momentum along b* (A")

Figure 63: A density plot of the cbtained ARPES dispersions of TTF-TCNQ

according to Ref. ], together w ith the line features of the pseudoferm ion rep—
resentation ofthe 1D Hubbard m odel. The Inebetween k and +ky encircling
the symm etry point , aswellas the Ines em erging from  k and extending to
higher values of j' j nd their exact equivalence In the RHB sbranch line and
cbrandh Ine theoretical features, respectively, with U=t) = 49, ssceFig. ).
T he other line shapes, originating at + ky and fading away aswe ollow the dis-
persion tow ards the sym m etry point Z , are exactly m atched by the LHB sbranch
line and cbranch line theoretical features, respectively, wih U=t) = 561. Note
that the latter sbranch vanishes quite rapidly as we depart from the Fem im o—
mentum . The dashed line between the symm etry points 2 k and Z + kp Is
nothing but the U=t) = 561 LHB border lne. The LHB features are adopted
from Fig. ). TTF has a hole concentration of 0:59, and thus TCNQ has an
electronic density of 0:59. D ue to the particle-hol symm etry of our m odel, the
soectral weight of both transitions can be m apped onto the same (;!) region,
wih ! 0.
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features of our pssudofermm ion theory. These line features are exactly the sam e
as those given in section M) for the relevant values of U=t), but with the TTF
soectra folded onto negative energies, illustrating the donoracosptor relationship
between TTF (donor, holes) and TCNQ (acceptor, ekctrons). Note that a dif-
ferent choice of U=t) for any of the two m aterdals would produce line features
not corresponding to the experim ental line features. Now, i is straightforward
to invert the spectral fuinction of Fig. [, from positive to negative energies,
and add it to the spectral function of Fig. M), to produce the fiill theoretical
spectralw eight corresponding to the ARPE S experim ental result, Figs. [lll) and
- .

Lastly, we present the density plot corresponding to the spectral function
provided in Figs. M) and @), which is provided in Fig. ). These plots
Jets us dentify the types of excitations responsble for the total spectral weight
ofthe system , hence chartering previously unknown territory. T he dom inant line
shapes are thus due to ssparate charge type and soin type excitations for all
relevant excitations, not just the low lying ones. M oreover, the relhtively large
soectralweight quite desp inside the band can here be identi ed w ith a "velociy
resonance e ect": the border line is the line where the two types of excitations
propagate w ith the sam e group velocity.
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Figure 64: Theoretical spectralweight or TTF-TCNQ , obtained by use ofEgs.
), ), ), ), BN, ond @), respectively. This gure isnothing
but the superposition of the two spectral weight distrbutions already given iIn
Figs. [ and M), respectively. W e expect the singular features of this
spectral function to be visbl in suiable photo en ission studies of TTF-TCNQ .
This gure is used to cbtain Fig. (), which indeed con m s the agreem ent
between theoretical and experin ental spectral weights.
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Figure 65: Theoretical soectral weight for TTF-TCNQ , obtained by use of

Egs. ), W), WEN), IEN), M), ond W), respectively. This gure is
denticalto Fig. ) but show s the spectral weight distribution from a di erent
angle.
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Figure 6.6: Theoretical density plot of the spectral weight for TTF-TCNQ .
Technically, it is this gure which should be com pared w ith the experin entally
obtained ARPES dispersions. W e see that we have an aln ost com plete agreem ent
between this gureand Fig. (). In portant features include the two charge type
excitations both originating at k = kg, one related to the TCNQ stack and one
tothe TTF stadk. They both fade away at higherm om entum values. In contrast,
the TCNQ soin type excitation carriesmuch m ore spectralweight than s TTF
counterpart, w ith the opposite relationship for the border lines.
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C hapter 7/

C onclusions and D iscussion

T he pssudoferm ion dynam ical theory reported in this thesis describes the quan-
tum ob ects that diagonalize the nom al ordered 1D Hubbard ham iltonian. In
the pseudoferm ion representation, the scatterers and scattering centersare -soin
and spoin zero ob kcts, and hence the S-m atrix describing the scattering events
between them ismerely a com plex number: i is given by the phase shift of the
ground state ! nal state quantum m echanical excitation. T hus, the scattering
events of these quantum cob pcts are of zero energy forward scattering type .

The form ofthe S-m atrix, being a one dim ensionalm atrix, is crucialto the de-
velopm ent of the dynam ical theory. This ultim ately results from the "diagonal"
form of the pseudoferm ion anticom m utation relations. The pseudoferm ion
or pseudoferm ion hole S-m atrix fully controls the one electron m atrix elem ents
between the ground state and excited energy eigenstates through these anticom —
m utation relations. Thdeed, the anticom m utator can solkly be expressed in term s
of the S-m atrix, as shown in section [ll). The ©om of the pssudoferm ion
S-m atrix constitutes an In portant new result of this thesis report and of Ref.

1.

The studiesofRef. 1] showed that the various quantum num bers Introduced
by the Takahashi string hypothesis describe occupancies of pssudoparticles. In
this reference, the original electrons were related to the "rotated electrons" via
a uniary transform ation v U=t), as descrbed in chapter ). The doubl oc-
cupancy, the single -spin occupancy ( =";#) and the no occupancy number
of the rotated electrons are good quantum num bers for all values of U=t). The
sparated charge and soin degrees of freedom of the rotated electrons give rise
to the pssudoparticlkes. The related pseudoferm ion description di ers from the
pseudoparticle description by a shift in the discrete m om entum values of order
(1=L), which are associated w ith the scattering phase shifts due to the ground
state ! nal state transitions [ ].
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T he pseudoparticles have residual energy interactions which m akes them un-—
suitable for the developm ent of a dynam ical theory. Indeed, the residual energy
Interaction prevents a pssudoparticlke wave-function factorization. However, for
the pseudofermm ions, we have no such residual energy interactions, which indeed
allow s for such a factorization ]. This wave-function factorization is valid for
the nom al ordered 1D Hubbard m odel at all values of the energy ratio U=t),

Iling n and m agnetization m .

In contrast to the usuallow -energy Luttinger liquid theory, the theory reported
here allow sus to categorize a separation ofthe charge type degrees of freedom and
the spin type degreesof freedom ata nite energy excitation scale. H owever, in the
low energy elem entary excitation regin e, the results of the confom al eld theory

] L] coincide w ith the dynam ical pssudoferm ion theory, as dem onstrated

In Ref. [0].
T he pseudofermnm ion dynam ical theory presented in this thesis report, was orig-
nally inspired by the U=t) 1 m ethods of Refs. -], where the spectral

properties of the 1D Hubbard model for U=t) ! 1 were studied. For arbirary
U=t), the dynam ical theory allow s us to calculate general closed—form analytical
expressions ofthe nie energy one electron soectralweight distrbutions ofa 1D
correlated system (W ith on-site electronic repulsion). This derivation is done In
detail in chapters ) and M) and constitutes in portant new contrbutions to the
understanding of the spectral properties of the 1D Hubbard m odel. This work
was also presented In Ref. 001

The canonical pssudoparticlepssudoferm ion transfom ation involres a m o-—
mentum shiftQ (@)=L . This shift is zero for the origihal ground state, forwhich
the = 0;sl pseudoferm ionshavewellde ned Ferm ipoints g (where =
denotes the kft and the right Fem ipoint, regpectively). The ;! ) dependent
exponents of the theory are then described in tem s of the canonicalm om entum
shifts of these Ferm ipoints associated wih a nitenum ber electron excitation.

T he dynam ical theory applied to the case of oneelctron excitations is pre—
sented in this thesis report for the cases of oneelectron rem oval RHB) and one-
electron lower Hubbard band addition (LHB). The closed form expressions are
explicitly derdved in chapter M) and plotted in chapter W).

T he spectral properties ofthe RHB and the LHB cases can be categorized ac-
cording to di erent types of contributions (this categorization is also possible for
the one electron upper H ubbard band addition but is not presented here). These
contributions, corresponding to di erent regionsofthe ;! ) plane, each have dif-
ferent sets of (k;! ) dependent exponents and prefactors. By this classi cation,
we are ablk to identify practically all features of the spectral weight of the 1D
Hubbard m odel, in tem s of c0 and sl pseudoferm ion or pseudoferm ion hole exci-
tations. An exam pk is the border Ine, which is found here and n Ref. 1], to
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generate divergent spectral features when the ) pssudofermm ion or pssudofermn ion
hole and the sl pssudofemm ion hole propagate w ith equal group velociy.

On a m icroscopical kevel, for each of the "contrbutions", the = 0;sl
particle-hole towers of states give rise to an orthogonal catastrophe. Forany such
tow er of states, we can associate an exponent, which in the case ofbeing negative
produces a powerdaw type decay of the spectral weight as we m ove away from
the base of the tower. The spectral weight distrbution associated w ith these
particle-hol processes is controlled by the value of the exponent but also by the
value of the pre-factor, both ofwhich are constant for one speci ¢ tower of states.
T he pssudofermm ion dynam ical theory is capable of explicitly calculating both of
these quantities, for the entire (k;!) plane.

T hus on the theoretical side, we are ablk to predict the position and origin
of the one electron spectral singular features ofa 1D correlated m etal. H owever,
we are also abl to connect our theoretical predictions to experim ental resuls.
The shgular behavior of the spectral function, as predicted by the explicitly
calculated values of the relevant exponents, leads to a spectral weight distribu-
tion which should be detectable by photo em ission and / or photo absorption
experin ents. It tums out that within the approxim ation of only considering
the leading order elem entary processes to the RHB and the LHB one-electron
soectral weight, we are ablk to reproduce, for the whole energy bandw idth, the
experin ental spectral distributions found for the organic com pound TTF-TCNQ
by high-resolution ARPES. These new resuls are presented in chapter M) and in
Ref. [l]. The TTF-TCNQ high-resolution ARPES experin ents were reported
In Refs. ] ] ], In conclusion, the dynam ical theory presented here allow s
for an understanding of the elem entary quantum processes that give rise to the
soectral features of TTEF-TCNQ .

W ith the advent ofnew experin entaltechniquesthatallow fora high-resolution
study of the spectral features of quasi-1D m aterials, the psesudoferm ion dynam —
ical theory has yet m any challenges ahead of itself. One of the m ost exciting
recent experin ental sstups is the "optical Jattice" in which ultra-cold fem ions
are trapped In a potentialwell, orm Ing a "real" 1D quantum chain. These sys-
tem s can be described by the 1D Hubbard m odel, w ith the electrons replaced by
ulra-cold ferm ionic atom s. Even though som e prelin nary results already have
been reported [, this technique is still at is Infancy. However, i does
prom ise an unprecedented controlover the necessary param eters (such as the on-—
site Coloum b repulsion U and transfer am plitude t), enabling the high-resolution
m easuram ents necessary for a com plkte understanding of these m aterials. The
theoretical spectral weight expressions ocbtained in this thesis report should be
taken into account when characterizing the experin ental spectral features ob—
tained through this m ethod. Indeed, this experin ental sstup com prises one of
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the m ost exciting future applications of the pssudoferm ion dynam ical theory.

In conclusion, we see that the pssudoferm ion dynam ical theory is a suiable
theory for the study of the spectralproperties ofthe 1D Hubbard m ode], yielding
results in good agreem ent w ith the behavior of the one electron spectral function
in the U=t) ! 1 Im i PEEHIN], and the low-lying elm entary excitation lin it
P ] ] and w ith experin ental results [ [8] [,
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