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In this paper a m ean— eld theory for the spin-liquid param agnetic non-superconducting phase of
the p—and n-type H igh-T. cuprates is developed. T his theory applied to thee ectivet t o ®g
m odel w ith the ab initio calculated param eters and w ith the three-site correlated hoppings. The
static spin-spin and kinem atic correlation fiinctionsbeyond H ubbard-T approxin ation are calculated
selfconsistently. T he evolution of the Femm i surface and band dispersion is obtained for the wide
range of doping concentrations x. For p-type system s the three di erent types of behavior are
found and the transitions betw een these types are accom panied by the changes in the Ferm isurface
topology. Thus a quantum phase transitions take place at x = 0:5 and at x = 023. D ue to the
di erent Fem isurface topology we found for n-type cuprates only one quantum critical concentra—
tion, x = 02. The calculated doping dependence of the nodalFem ivelocity and the e ective m ass

are In good agreem ent w ith the experin ental data.

PACS numbers: 74.72.-h; 7425.0b; 7343 Nqg; 7118+ y

I. NTRODUCTION

D iscovered alm ost 20 years ago, H igh-T. copper oxides
still rem ain a challenge of the m odem condensed m atter
physics. Tt is not only due to unconventional supercon—
ducting state w ith a highest superconducting transition
tem perature T, ever observed. A Iso they revealevolution
from an undoped antiferrom agnetic AFM ) nsylator to
an alm ost conventional, though highly correlated, Ferm i
licquid system at the overdoped side ofthe phase diagram .
Between these two regin es the system exhibits strongly
correlated, or so-called \pseudogap" m etallic behaviorup
to an optin aldoping concentration xqpe  0:6.

Recent signi cant In provem ents of experin ental tech—
nigques, especially of the AngleResolved P hotoen ission
Spectroscopy ARPES) and the Scanning Tunneling M i-
croscopy (STM ), revealed m any exciting features of this
doping dependent evolution. First of all, the Fem i
surface (,S) at low doping concentrations x has been
measured?. Together with the previous m easurem ents
on optin ally and overdoped samples (see eg. rev:ewé
and references therein), these observationsprovide a uni-

ed picture of the doging dependent F'S, which changes
from the \Fem iarcs™ in the underdoped com pounds
to the \large" Fem i surface in the overdoped system s.
T hough this change is sm ooth, it occurs around the opti-
m al doping concentration. A Iso, the cbserved evolutign
isconsistent w ith the Hallcoe cientRy m easurem ent<?.

T he pseudogap behavior ocbserved n ARPES is also
tracked In the transport m easurem ents. In particular,
the resistivity curvature m apping over T  x phase dia—
gram clearly dem onstrafes crossoverbetw een underdoped
and overdoped regin e . A nd the in-plane resistiviy ap
show s T -linear dependence only around Xqpt -

The drastic change of the quasiparticle dynam ics
around the optin al doping was found by the tine-
resolved m easurem ents of the photoinduced change

in re ectivity ©r BiSr,Ca; y DyyCu0g (BSCCO ):Z'.
N am ely, the spectralw eight shifts expected foraBC S su—
perconductor can account for the photoinduced response
n overdoped, but not underdoped BSCCO . T his agrees
w ith the observed di erence ofthe low —-frequency spectral
welight transfer in nom aland sygerconducting states on
under-and over-doped sam plef? .

M eanw hile, the integral characteristics of the system
dem onstrate m ore sm ooth behavior upon increase of
the doping x. The dependence of the chem ical poten—
tial shift on x shows pinning at x < Xgpe, and
evolves an oothly at higher doping concentrationstd. The
measured nodal Fem i velocity v is aln ost doping—
independent w ithin experin ental error of 20% %23, The
experin ents involving combination of dc transport and
Infrared spectroscopy revealed an aln ost constant ef-
fective electron massm =m = 3:8 2 In the under-
doped and slightly overdgped La, x Sp,CuO, (LSCO)
and YBa;CugO, (YBCO 3. Low—=x e ective m ass de—
pendence contradicts predictions of the B rinkm an-R ice
metaknsulator transition theory?4, predicting diver—
gence of them at the point of transition. O ne of the
m an drawbacks in this theory is that the m agnetic cor-
relations were neglected. T hus the discrepancy w ith the
experim ent em phasizes the in portance of these correla—
tions in H igh-T. copper oxides.

From the theoretical point of view , the description of
the crossover between alm ost localized picture and the
Fem i liquid regin e is very di cul. Starting from the
Fem i liquid approach one m ay discuss the overdoped
and, partly, optin ally doped region, whilk for under—
doped and undoped sam ples this approach is not appli-
cablk. The strong-coupling G utzw iller approxin ation®3
for the Hubbard m odel provides a good description for
the correlated m etallic system . This approxin ation is
equivalent?¥2? to the mean-,eld saddlepoint solition
w ithin a slavedboson approad’ﬁg:. At the same tin e, as
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shown within 1=d expansiony’:, w ith d being the dim en—
sionality of the lattice, the G utzw iller approxim ation is
equivalent to the caseofd = 1 . O bviously, forthe quasi
tw o-din ensional system s such as H igh-T. copper oxides
this is not a proper lim it. The sam e applies to the D y-
nam icalM ean-F &ld Theory DM FT )E42%, which is exact
only ord= 1 . In this Im it the short-range m agnetic
uctuations are excluded. It is not a good starting point
for the system w ith longrange AFM order at low x and
shortrange AFM correlations in the underdoped region.
T o describe the doping dependent evolution ofthe low —
energy excitations we develop a strong-coupling m ean—
eld theory for the param agnetic non-superconductive
phase of H igh-T. copper oxides starting from the local
Iim . To go beyond the usual Hubbard-I approxin a—
tion a selfconsistently calculated static spin-soin and
kinem atic correlation functions are taken into account.
W ithin this approxim ation in the fram ework ofthee ec—
tivet t° t* J modelw ith ab initio calculated param —
eters we obtain a doping-dependent evolution ofthe F'S,
e ective m ass and nodalFem ivelocity. T he analysis of
the low -energy excitations behavior for p-type cuprates
yieldstwo quantum phase transitions associated w ith the
change of the F'S topology. For n-type cuprates we ob—
serve only single quantum criticalconcentration. T he key
aspect in these ndings is an adequate description ofthe
electron scattering by the short range m agnetic uctua—
tions accom panied by the three-site correlated hoppings.
T he paper is organized as follows. In Section IT the
e ective m odel and the approxin ations are described.
The results of the calculations for p-type cuprates are
presented in Section :1];'[ A 1so, the critical com parison of
thet t© t2 J andt © t® J modelsismade,
and the role of short range m agnetic order is discussed.
Section :;"L\z: contains results for n-type cuprates. T he last
Section sum m arize this study, and the m ain points are
discussed.

II. MODEL AND APPROXIM ATION S

H igh-T. cuprates belong to a class of strongly corre—
lated system s where the standard local density approxi-
m ation (LDA) schem es and the weak-coupling perturba-—
tion theories yield an inappropriate results. To overcom e
thisdi ,culty recently we have developed an LDA+GTB
m ethod?i. Tn this m ethod the ab initio LDA caloula—
tion is used to construct the W annier finctions and to
obtain the singl electron and Coulomb param eters of
the m ultdband Hubbard-type m odel. W ithin thism odel
the electronic structure in the strong correlation regin e
is calcylated by the G eneralized T ight-Binding GTB)
m ethod?232?. The Jatter com bines the exact diagonaliza—
tion of the m odel H am iltonian for a am all cluster (unit
cell) w ith perturbative treatm ent ofthe interclister hop—
ping and interactions. For undoped and weakly doped
LSCO and Nd, x Ce,CuO4 (NCCO) this schem e resuls
n a charge transfer insulator w ith a correct value of the

gap and the dispersion of bands in,agreem ent w ith the
experin ental ARPES data (see Ref2l for details).

Then this m ultibband Hubbard-type Ham,iltonian was
m apped onto an e ective low -energy m oddll. Param e~
ters of this e ective m odel were obtained directly from
the ab initio param eters of the m ultdband m odel. The
low-energy model appears to be the t t° 0 J
model £t t° t® J modelwih the threesite corre-
lated hoppings) forn-type cuprates and the singkttripkt
t £ t* J model for p-type system s. However, for
x < 0{7 in a phase wihout a long-range m agnetic or-
der the rok of the triplgt state and the shglt-triplet
hybridization is negligh¥24. T herefore, the triplkt state
could be om itted and in the present paper we will de—
scribe the low -energy excitations in the single-layer p—
and n-type cuprateswithin thet t° t° J model

Tow rite down them odelHam JltonJan we use the Hub—
bard X -operator£d: X . § X[ nim%. Here in—
dex $ n;n% enum erates quas:lpart:c]e w ith energy
I ="' N + 1) "o ), where ", is the n-th energy
Tevel of the N -electron system . The comm utation rela—
tionsbetw een X -operators are quite com plicated, ie. two
operators com m ute on another operator, not a cnum ber.
N evertheless, depending on the di erence of the num ber
of form jons in states n and n° it is possble to de ne
quasiFem i and quasiBose type operators In temm s of
obeyed statistics. In this notations the Ham iltonian of

thet t° t® J modeli the hole representation have
the form :
X X N
H = (" )Xf' + tfg g,
£; £6g;
1
+ Jfg stg anng + Hs: @)
f6g
Here is the cheam ical potential, S¢ is the spin opera—
+ i _ i — 1 i i
tor,sﬂ;—xf,sf—xf,s;-zxf X,
ng = X f; is the num ber of particles operator, Jey =

2t§ =F ¢ is the exchange param eter, E .. is the charge—
transfer gap. In the notations ofR efﬂ the hoppmg ma—
trix elem ents teq corresponds to 1:2; and g % Hrp-and
n-type cuprates, respectively, and t%q = t75 . Ham ito-
nian H 3 contains the three-site interaction tem s:
X t'frn ﬁn g
Ect

XO

Hs= m &g

X%, X2 x.%%
f6gém ;

@)

T here is a sin ple correspondence betw een X -operators
gnd sihgleelectron annihilation operators: as =
()X ., where the coe clents () detem ines

the partial weight of the quasiparticlke wih spin

and orbital index These coe cients are calculated
straightforwardly within the GTB scheme. In the con-—
sidered case there is only one quasiFem itype quasipar-
ticle, = (©0; ),wih ()= 1, and the H am iltonian



In the generalized form in m om entum representation is
given by:

X X X

= " [ Yy

H ™ )X t X X,
K; K ;
X X o o
i y i .

+ qu Xp quXq. 3)

pig i °

T he Fourier transform ofthe two-tin e retarded G reen
fimction In ghe energy representation, G K;E) =

a, al , can be rew ritten iIn termm s of the m a—
K E  h i DD LEE
trix Green function D ®;E) = X, X, :
E
X
G K;E)= () ()b  KE): @)

7

The diagram technjigque for Hubbard X -operators
has beep developed®92] and the generalized Dyson
equation®? in the param agneticphase (X ,/ i= X,’ )
reads:

h
B®E) = C' €) P®ENG F®EW W, i
i,
+ R/E) P KE): ©)

Here, @01 E) is the exact local Green function,
G, B)= =E (", ")) &E)andP KE)are
the selfenergy and the strength operators, respectively.
T he presence of the strength operator is due to the re—
distrdbbution of the spectralw eight between the H ubbard
subbands, that is an Intrinsic feature of the strongly cor-
related electron system s. It also should be stressed that
~ K;E) n Eqg. En) is the selfenergy In X -operators rep—
resentation and therefore it di ers from the selfenergy
entering D yson equation for the weak coupling perturba—
tion theory forG ®;E). ‘-

W ithin Hubbard-I approxin ation?d the selfenergy
" K;E) is equal to zero and the strength operator

P ®;E)ismphosdbyp &F)! P = F
. 0.0
F amo= X;" + X{™ istheoccupation factor.
Taking intg accopnt that inpthe gensidered param ag-
0;0

1 x —
2’Xf -

ing the doping concentration, after all substitutions and
treating all K-independent term s as the chem ical poten—
tial renomm alization, the generalized D yson equation for
the H am iltonian @:) becom es:

, Where

netic phase X, = %, wih x be-

DRE)= E ("o )

l+xt,2~<l X

+
2 E«& 2 2

To go beyond the Hubbard-T approxin ation we have
to calculate &;E ). For this purmpose we,use an equa—
tions ofm otion m ethod for the X —operatoré?q . Theexact
equation ofm otion for X, is:

h i

JX—k = Xk;

n ©0)
("o X, + L, T+ @,

Here Lk ©) is the linearized and decoupled In Hubbard-T
approxin ation operator Lk ’

©0) 1+ x l+xtjz~< 1 x
L = tk+ : @)
K 2 2 Eo 2

Let us de ne]ZTk =1L L9 and linearize it with re-

X X
specttoxR :
X (irr)
= + .
Ek Tk Xk Ek ; )
Dn oE

Ek X Y . .
where T~ = br— % oE are the coe cients of the lin—

X X

earization. Alle kect'ks ofthe nite quasiparticlk lifetin e

are contained in the irreducible part Ek % I this pa—

perwe neglect i, I, s,

Since the X3 equathEEﬁ)r thep G reen ﬁ;re)citjon
Y

Y
is given by E X X = XK;Xk +

DD LEE L E
jX—k Xk , It isstraightforward to nd that in our
E

approxin ation Tk corresponds to the selfenergy:

K;,E)= T, : (10)

Introducing notations for the static spin-spin correla—
tion functions

. X .
Cq= e 9% x, . x, =2 e™18’5}i;
f;9 r
(11)
and for the kinem atic correlation functions
X .
Kg= et 99 x %0 12)
fig

the expression for the quasiparticle selfenergy becom es:



KE) = 2 1% 1o
! 1+ xN 2
q"
2 1X 1
1+ xN tkq 2

Here N isthe number of vectors iIn m om entum space.

Until now we have m ade two m a pr approxin ations.
First, we neglected irreducble part of the selfeneryy,
i ®) thus allow .ng quasiparticlkes to have n  nite lif—
tine. Second, and this is not o obvious, in Eq. (§) or
the strength operator P ®;E) we drop out corrections
beyond Hubbard-T approxin ation. These dropped cor-
rections also lead to the nite quasiparticle lifetim e. The
consequence of these approxin ations w ill be discussed
later.

K Inem atic correlation functions a_l-g:) are calculated
straightforwardly w ith the help of G reen function {4).
The spin-spin correlation fiinctions for the t J m odel
w ith three-site correlated hoppings H 3 were calculated
n Ref_E]l In this paper thsequations gfm otion for the
soin-spin G reen function Xy X ,
pled in the rotationally. invariant quantuin soin liquid
phase, sin ilar to Refs? 23, The results of this approach
for a staticm agnetic susceptibility forthe t, -J m odelare
sin ilar to those obtained by otherm ethod<£423 . H igher—
order correlation finctions appearing due to the H 3 tem
are decoupled in the ollow Ing way:

g were decou—

Xo X,%%70 3x5 1 X, X, X7 X

m

05, 0 05, O .
X X1 Xy JXy !! XX, Xn JXy ,

T hus, higherorder kinem atic and spinh-spin scattering
channels are decoupled.

A fterthe term sproportionalto x 28)1=E ? being ne—
glected, the expression for Fourder transform ofthe spin—
soin G reen function becom es:

. Ag(l)
Xq ¥a =77 27 a9
! ‘e
where
ALy = L7 o+ L X% g g
g N G 2 Eu i3 g K
i3 .
i
+ 43, C, o Cp 15)
and m agnetic exgitations spectrum ! 4 represented by the

Eqg. 26) ofpapel’fl:.

T he follow Ing results were obtained by selfconsistent
calculation ofthe chem icalpotential , the spjn—spjn cor—
relation finctions Clih ) using G reen flinction Qé}) and the
kinem atic correlation functions ClZ ) usihg G reen func—
tion {6) w ith the selfenergy Cl3
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FIG.1l: (color online) The quasiparticle dispersion (on the

left) and the density of states DO S, on the right) in the
param agnetic phase of p-type cuprate wih x = 0:16. The
position ofthe chem icalpotential is denoted by the horizontal
(green) line. Resultsw ithin the H ubbard-T approxin ation are
shown by dashed (red) and dash-dotted (cyan) curves for the
modelwih €ttt ®J model) andwithout €ttt ® J
m odel) three-site correlated hoppings, respectively. B old solid
(blue) curves represent the results forthet t °t ©J model
w ith the short range m agnetic order.

ITII. RESULTS FOR p-TYPE CUPRATES

For LSCO the LDA+ GTB calculated param eters are
(nev):t= 093;= 0:42;t= 0:15;7 = 0295;3°=
0:003;3%= 0:007. A1l guresbelw are in elkctron rep—
resentation.

First ofallwe would like to stressthe in portante ects
caused by the three-site correlated hoppings H 5 and the
renom alizations due to the short range m agnetic order.
P reviously, the in portance of the threesite correlated
hoppings in the nom aland s.lpgmonductmg phases has
been dem onstrated in ResEi8421, m Fig. 1 we present
our results for 16% hole doping wihin di erent approxi-
m ations. Evidently, Introduction ofthree-site Interaction
tem s results In the change of the position of the top of
the valence band. T herefore, this w illbecom e In portant
at anallx. In AFM phase ofthe t J model there is
a symmetry around ( =2; =2) point. In the param ag—
netic phase this sym m etry is absent. D ue to the scatter—
Ing on the short range m agnetic uctuationsw ih AFM
wave vector O = ( ; ) the states near the ( ; ) point
are pushed bebw the Fem i kvel (see Figil), thus to-
tally changing the shape of the F'S. In other words, the
short range m agnetic order \tries" to restore the sym —
metry around ( =2; =2) point. In our calculations the
short rangem agnetic uctuations are taken into account
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FIG .2: (coloronline) D oping dependent evolution ofthe kine—
m atic (@) and spin-spin (o) correlation functions w ithin the
tt?t® J modelfor p-type cuprates. Index n enum er—
ates real space vectors connecting neighboring sites: n = 1
for nearest-neighbors, n = 2 for the next nearest neighbors,
and soon. In (c) and (d) the doping dependence of the nodal
Fem ivelocity (in units of €V a with a being a lattice con—
stant) and the e ective m ass are shown.

via the soin—spin correlation functions I_l-ll) .

O ur resuls for the doping dependence ofthe kinem atic
and spin-spin correlation finctions are shown in FJg-'_Z!
N ote, the kinem atic correlation fiinctions K ,, possess a
very nontrivial doping dependence. For low concentra-—
tions, x < 0:15, due to the strong m agnetic correla-—
tions the hoppings to the nearest and to the next-nearest
neighbors are suppressed leading to the am all values of
K1 and K ,, whilk K 3 is not suppressed. Upon increase
of the doping concentration above x 0:15, m agnetic
correlations decrease considerably and nearest-neighbor
kinem atic correlation fiunction K ; increase. Next m apr
change sets at x 023 when the system possesses al-
m ost Fermm i liquid behavior: K1 becom es largest of all
K ,’s, whilk the m agnetic correlation functions C, and
the kinem atic correlation function K 3 are strongly sup-—
pressed.

So, we can clkarly de ne two points of the crossover,
namely x 015 and x 023. The system behavior is
quite di erent on the di erent sides of these points, al-
though there isno phase transition w ith sym m etry break—
Ing occurs. To understand the nature of these crossovers
we consider the F'S evolution w ith doping concentration,
presented in Fng'_S:. At low x the FS has the form ofthe
hole pockets centered around ( =2; =2) point. Then
these pockets enlarge and at x = 0:15 all of them m erge
together, form ing the two F'S contours. Up to x = 023
the F'S topologically equivalent to the tw o concentric cir-
cles w ith the central one shrinking toward (0;0) point.
Forx = 023 the centralF S contour shrinks to the singlke
point and vanishes, leaving one large holetype FS.

A pparently, the topology ofthe F'S changes drastically
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FIG . 3: (color online) Band structure (on the left), densiy
of states (in the m iddl), and Fem i surface (on the right)
evolution w ith doping concentration x w ithin thett Ot @ g

m odel or p-type cuprates.

upon doping. In particular, it happens at x = 0:15 and
atx = 023.Forthe rsttin e the \elctronic transition"
accom panying the change in the F'S topology, orthe so—
called Lifshitz transition, was described in RefS%. Now
such transitions referred as a quantum phase transitions
with a co-dinension= 1 (see eg. paper?). Note, when
the F'S topology changes at quantum critical concentra—
tions x; = 0:5 and at x, = 023 the density of states
at the Fem i level also exhbit signi cant m odi cations.
This results In the di erent behavior of the kinem atic
and m agnetic correlation functions on the di erent sides
ofthese crossover points. And the changes in the density
of states at the Fem 1 levelw ill also result in the signif-
icant changes of such observable physical quantities as
the resistivity and the speci c¢ heat.

A Iso, from the obtained quasiparticle digpersion we cal-
culated the doping dependence of the nodalFem iveloc—
ity v and the e ective massm =m (see Fjg.:g:(c) and
d)).NodalFem ivelociy doesnot show stesp variations
w ith increase of the doping congentration in agreem ent
with the ARPES experimentdi?3. E ective massm
Increase w ith decreasing x and reveals tendency to the
lIocalization in the vicinity of the m etal-insulator tran—
sition. But this Increase is not very large and overall
m =m doping dependence agrees quite wellw ith the ex—
perin entally observed onet3. N ote, the non-m onotonic
doping dependence of both these quantities re ects the
presence of the critical concentrations x; and x; .
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FIG.5: (color online) The sam e as in Fjg.:z:, but within the
m odel for p-type cuprates w ithout three-site correlated hop—
pihhgs (£t t 0 ¢ ® J m odel).

To analyzethee ect ofthe three-site hopping tem Hs
we also calculated the doping dependence of the band
structure and FS within thet t° t° J model The
behavior of the kinem atic and the spin-spin correlation
functions, presented in F jg.:fl, isquite di erent from that
ofthet t° t® J model There isonly one quantum
criticalpoint at x 008 and the e ective m assbecom es
very large for x approaching zero. Forx > 0:1 the evolu—
tion ofthe F'S and density of states near the Fem 1 level
is an ooth, w ithout signi cant changes (see Fjg-'_.E) .M ost
part ofthedi erencetothet € t® J modelstems
from the role ofH 53 In the energy of statesnearthe ( ; )
point, thus determm ining the topology of the FS and the
physics at low doping concentrations (see F jg:}') .
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FIG.7: (color online) The sam e as in Fjg.:_3‘, but within the
tt?t®yg m odel for n-type cuprates.

IV. RESULTS FOR n-TYPE CUPRATES

Now let us consider n-type cuprates wihin the t
2 t® J model. For NCCO the LDA+GTB calcu-
lated parameters are (h &V):t= 050;t°= 0:02;t® =

007;J = 0:195;3%°= 0001;3%= 0:004.

T he obtained doping dependence of the kinem atic and
m agnetic correlation finctions presented in FJg-_G T here
is only one crossover point at x  02. A lso, in contrast



to the p-type resuls, the m ost in portant kinem atic cor-
relation function on the lkft of this point is K ,, rather
than K3. For x > 02 the systam dem onstrates Fem 1
licuid-like behavior w ith m agnitude of kinem atic corre—
lation function decreasing w ith the distance, and sm all
valies of the m agnetic correlations.

T he role of the short range m agnetic order and three—
site hopping term s in n-type cuprates is sin ilarto that of
p-type. In particular, due to the scattering on the m ag—
netic excitations the states near the ( ; ) point pushed
above the Fem 1 level, and the local symm etry around
the ( =2; =2) points is restored, rem inding ofthe short—
range AFM  uctuations (see Fig;_:7) .

Instead ofhole pocketsaround the ( =2; =2)point
In ptype, here at Iow x the electron pockets around
( ;0) and (©O; ) points are present. Upon increase
of the doping concentration these pockets becom e larger
and m erge togetherat x = 02. Forhigher concentrations
the F'S appear to be a large hole-lke one, shrinking to—
ward ( ; ) point. Therefore, no other changes in the F'S
topology other than at x = 02 are present. R eferring to
the sam e argum ents as in previous section, we clain that
In our approach there is only one quantum criticalpoint
at x, = 02 in the n-type cuprates. Th non-m onotonic
change of the e ective m ass and the nodalFem iveloc-
iy is also present at this concentration, as evident from
Fig.6(c) and @).

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMM ARY

To summ arize, we have investigated the doping—
dependent evolution of the low -energy excitations for p—
and n-type H igh-T. cuprates in the regin e of strong elec—
tron correlationsw ithin the sequentially derived e ective
m odelw ith the ab initio param eters. W e show that due
to the changes of the Fem i surface topology w ith dop—
Ing the system exhibits drastic change of the low -energy
physics. N am ely, for p-type cuprates there exist two crit—
ical concentrations, x; 015 and x, 023. Along
the di erent sides of these concentrations the behavior
of the density of states near the Fem i level, of the kine—
m atic and m agnetic correlation functions, ofthee ective
m ass and the nodal Fem i velociy, is drastically di er—
ent. This ket us speak about crossover, or, taking into
acocount the acocom panying F'S topology changes, about
quantum phase transitions at these quantum critical con—
centrations.

Forn-type cuprates due to the speci cFS topology we
obtain only one quantum criticalconcentration, x, 02.

F irst ofall, we would like to com m ent on the approxi-
m ationsm ade In thiswork. Since we use the perturbation
theory w ith hopping t and exchange J as an all param e~
ters, appropriate for the strongly correlated regin g, the
real part of the corrections to the results obtained will
be am all to the extent of am allness of the higher powers
of =E .t and J=E . Thisw ill result in the sn all changes
of the band dispersion and in the ne details oftheFS,

not changing anything qualitatively.

M ore concems give the In aginary part ofthe neglected
corrections to the strength operator B ®;E) and to the
selfenergy " KE) through Ek ) Application of the
equation of m otion decoupling m ethod-to the Hubbard
modelwith nite quasipartick lifetin &% reveals that the
results of the m ean— eld-lke approxin ation is qualita—
tively correct. Q uantitatively, at low doping the in ag—
nary part of the selfenergy leads to the hiding of the
F'S portions above the antiferrom agnetic B rillouin zone
(( ;0) 0; ) line). This results in Fem i arc rather
than hole pockets at x < Xqpr (see Fjg.-'_i) . Also, we can
com pare our results to the num ericalm ethods, nam ely,
to the exact diagonalization studiet}. The quasiparticke
dispersion ofthet t° J modelin Ref4} can be consid-
ered as consisting of two bands. For p-type cuprates in—
tensities of the spectral peaks corresponding to the band
situated m ostly above the Femm i level (in electron rep-—
resentation) are very low. This band is often called a
\shadow " band and appears due to the scattering on the
short range AFM uctuations. Notably, our band dis—
persion from F jgs.-'_3 and-rj reproduce very wellthe shape
of the other, \non-shadow ", band. It is this band where
the m ost part of the spectralweight is residing, thus de-
term ining m ost of the low -energy properties, except, for
such subtle e ects as a socalled \kink" in djspers:ioﬁl: .

A Iso, all renom alizations not inclided in considera-—
tion w ill change the values of the critical concentrations
X1, X2, and X, . Com paring w ith the resuls of a m ore
rigorous theory in papex‘fq , we expect these values to de—
Ccrease.

T hus we conclude that our theory captures the m ost
In portant part of the low -energy physics w ithin the con—
sidered (and jasti ed for cuprates) m odel. This clain
is supported by the qualitative agreem ent w ith the crit—
ical concentrations, of crossover observed In the tigns-
port experin ent$# and in the optical experin ent!£2,
and even quantitative agreem ent of the doping depen-—
dence-of the nodal Femn i velocity and of the e ective
m asdt 134, A though we use a sinple mean—- eld the-
ory, though strong-coupled, the agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin ents isnot surprising since w e included allnecessary
for H igh-T. copper oxides Ingredients. N am ely, the short
range m agnetic order and three-site correlated hoppings.
Fom er is the Intrinsic property of the cuprates exhiit—
ing long range AFM order at low x, while Jatter results
from the sequentialderivation ofthe low -energy e ective
m odel.
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