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In thispapera m ean-�eld theory forthe spin-liquid param agnetic non-superconducting phase of

thep-and n-typeHigh-Tc cupratesisdeveloped.Thistheory applied to thee�ectivet�t
0�t 00�J �

m odelwith the ab initio calculated param eters and with the three-site correlated hoppings. The

staticspin-spin and kinem aticcorrelation functionsbeyond Hubbard-Iapproxim ation arecalculated

self-consistently. The evolution ofthe Ferm isurface 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 thetransitionsbetween thesetypesareaccom panied by thechangesin theFerm isurface

topology. Thus a quantum phase transitions take place at x = 0:15 and at x = 0:23. D ue to the

di�erentFerm isurface topology we found forn-typecupratesonly one quantum criticalconcentra-

tion,x = 0:2.The calculated doping dependenceofthenodalFerm ivelocity and thee�ective m ass

are in good agreem entwith the experim entaldata.

PACS num bers:74.72.-h;74.25.Jb;73.43.N q;71.18.+ y

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

Discovered alm ost20 yearsago,High-Tc copperoxides

stillrem ain a challengeofthem odern condensed m atter

physics. Itis notonly due to unconventionalsupercon-

ducting state with a highestsuperconducting transition

tem peratureTc everobserved.Alsothey revealevolution

from an undoped antiferrom agnetic (AFM )insulatorto

an alm ostconventional,though highly correlated1,Ferm i

liquid system attheoverdoped sideofthephasediagram .

Between these two regim esthe system exhibitsstrongly

correlated,orso-called \pseudogap"m etallicbehaviorup

to an optim aldoping concentration xopt � 0:16.

Recentsigni� cantim provem entsofexperim entaltech-

niques,especially ofthe Angle-Resolved Photoem ission

Spectroscopy (ARPES)and theScanning Tunneling M i-

croscopy (STM ),revealed m any exciting featuresofthis

doping dependent evolution. First of all, the Ferm i

surface (FS) at low doping concentrations x has been

m easured2. Together with the previous m easurem ents

on optim ally and overdoped sam ples (see e.g. review3

and referencestherein),theseobservationsprovideauni-

� ed picture ofthe doping dependentFS,which changes

from the \Ferm iarcs"4 in the underdoped com pounds

to the \large" Ferm isurface in the overdoped system s.

Though thischangeissm ooth,itoccursaround theopti-

m aldoping concentration. Also,the observed evolution

isconsistentwith theHallcoe� cientR H m easurem ents5.

The pseudogap behavior observed in ARPES is also

tracked in the transport m easurem ents. In particular,

the resistivity curvature m apping overT � x phase dia-

gram clearlydem onstratescrossoverbetweenunderdoped

and overdoped regim es6.And thein-planeresistivity �ab
showsT-lineardependence only around xopt.

The drastic change of the quasiparticle dynam ics

around the optim al doping was found by the tim e-

resolved m easurem ents of the photoinduced change

in re ectivity for Bi2Sr2Ca1�y DyyCu2O 8+ � (BSCCO )7.

Nam ely,thespectralweightshiftsexpected foraBCS su-

perconductorcan accountforthephotoinduced response

in overdoped,butnotunderdoped BSCCO .Thisagrees

with theobserved di� erenceofthelow-frequencyspectral

weighttransferin norm aland superconducting stateson

under-and over-doped sam ples8,9.

M eanwhile,the integralcharacteristics ofthe system

dem onstrate m ore sm ooth behavior upon increase of

the doping x. The dependence ofthe chem icalpoten-

tial shift � � on x shows pinning at x < xopt, and

evolvessm oothly athigherdopingconcentrations10.The

m easured nodal Ferm i velocity vF is alm ost doping-

independentwithin experim entalerrorof20% 11,12.The

experim ents involving com bination ofdc transport and

infrared spectroscopy revealed an alm ost constant ef-

fective electron m ass m �=m = 3:8 � 2 in the under-

doped and slightly overdoped La2�x SrxCuO 4 (LSCO )

and YBa2Cu6O y (YBCO )13. Low-x e� ective m ass de-

pendence contradicts predictions ofthe Brinkm an-Rice

m etal-insulator transition theory14, predicting diver-

gence ofthe m � at the point oftransition. O ne ofthe

m ain drawbacksin thistheory isthatthe m agnetic cor-

relationswere neglected.Thusthe discrepancy with the

experim entem phasizesthe im portance ofthese correla-

tionsin High-Tc copperoxides.

From the theoreticalpointofview,the description of

the crossover between alm ost localized picture and the

Ferm iliquid regim e is very di� cult. Starting from the

Ferm iliquid approach one m ay discuss the overdoped

and, partly, optim ally doped region, while for under-

doped and undoped sam plesthis approach isnotappli-

cable. The strong-coupling G utzwiller approxim ation15

for the Hubbard m odelprovides a good description for

the correlated m etallic system . This approxim ation is

equivalent16,17 to the m ean-� eld saddle-point solution

within a slave-boson approach18. At the sam e tim e,as
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shown within 1=d expansion16,with d being the dim en-

sionality ofthe lattice,the G utzwiller approxim ation is

equivalenttothecaseofd = 1 .O bviously,forthequasi-

two-dim ensionalsystem s such asHigh-Tc copperoxides

this isnota properlim it. The sam e appliesto the Dy-

nam icalM ean-Field Theory (DM FT)19,20,which isexact

only for d = 1 . In this lim it the short-range m agnetic

 uctuationsareexcluded.Itisnota good starting point

forthe system with long-rangeAFM orderatlow x and

short-rangeAFM correlationsin theunderdoped region.

Todescribethedopingdependentevolution ofthelow-

energy excitations we develop a strong-coupling m ean-

� eld theory for the param agnetic non-superconductive

phase ofHigh-Tc copper oxides starting from the local

lim it. To go beyond the usualHubbard-I approxim a-

tion a self-consistently calculated static spin-spin and

kinem atic correlation functions are taken into account.

W ithin thisapproxim ation in thefram ework ofthee� ec-

tivet� t0� t00� J� m odelwith abinitio calculated param -

etersweobtain a doping-dependentevolution ofthe FS,

e� ective m assand nodalFerm ivelocity.The analysisof

the low-energy excitations behavior for p-type cuprates

yieldstwoquantum phasetransitionsassociated with the

change ofthe FS topology. For n-type cuprates we ob-

serveonlysinglequantum criticalconcentration.Thekey

aspectin these� ndingsisan adequatedescription ofthe

electron scattering by the shortrange m agnetic  uctua-

tionsaccom panied by thethree-sitecorrelated hoppings.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II the

e� ective m odel and the approxim ations are described.

The results ofthe calculations for p-type cuprates are

presented in Section III.Also,thecriticalcom parison of

the t� t0� t00� J� and t� t0� t00� J m odelsism ade,

and the role ofshortrange m agnetic orderisdiscussed.

Section IV containsresultsforn-typecuprates.Thelast

Section sum m arize this study,and the m ain points are

discussed.

II. M O D EL A N D A P P R O X IM A T IO N S

High-Tc cuprates belong to a class ofstrongly corre-

lated system swhere the standard localdensity approxi-

m ation (LDA)schem esand theweak-coupling perturba-

tion theoriesyield an inappropriateresults.To overcom e

thisdi� culty recently wehavedeveloped an LDA+ G TB

m ethod21. In this m ethod the ab initio LDA calcula-

tion is used to construct the W annier functions and to

obtain the single electron and Coulom b param eters of

the m ultiband Hubbard-type m odel. W ithin thism odel

the electronic structure in the strong correlation regim e

is calculated by the G eneralized Tight-Binding (G TB)

m ethod22,23.Thelattercom binesthe exactdiagonaliza-

tion ofthe m odelHam iltonian for a sm allcluster (unit

cell)with perturbativetreatm entoftheinterclusterhop-

ping and interactions. For undoped and weakly doped

LSCO and Nd2�x CexCuO 4 (NCCO )thisschem eresults

in a chargetransferinsulatorwith a correctvalueofthe

gap and the dispersion ofbands in agreem ent with the

experim entalARPES data (see Ref.21 fordetails).

Then this m ultiband Hubbard-type Ham iltonian was

m apped onto an e� ective low-energy m odel21. Param e-

ters ofthis e� ective m odelwere obtained directly from

the ab initio param eters ofthe m ultiband m odel. The

low-energy m odel appears to be the t� t0 � t00 � J�

m odel(t� t0� t00� J m odelwith the three-site corre-

lated hoppings)forn-typecupratesand thesinglet-triplet

t� t0� t00� J� m odelforp-type system s. However,for

x < 0:7 in a phase without a long-range m agnetic or-

der the role ofthe triplet state and the singlet-triplet

hybridization isnegligible24.Therefore,the tripletstate

could be om itted and in the present paper we willde-

scribe the low-energy excitations in the single-layer p-

and n-type cuprateswithin the t� t0� t00� J� m odel.

Towritedown them odelHam iltonian weusetheHub-

bard X -operators25: X �
f
$ X

n;n
0

f
� jnihn0j. Here in-

dex � $ (n;n0) enum erates quasiparticle with energy

!� = "n(N + 1)� "n0(N ),where "n is the n-th energy

levelofthe N -electron system . The com m utation rela-

tionsbetween X-operatorsarequitecom plicated,i.e.two

operatorscom m uteon anotheroperator,notac-num ber.

Nevertheless,depending on the di� erenceofthenum ber

of ferm ions in states n and n0 it is possible to de� ne

quasi-Ferm iand quasi-Bose type operators in term s of

obeyed statistics. In this notations the Ham iltonian of

thet� t0� t00� J� m odelin theholerepresentation have

the form :

H =
X

f;�

("0 � �)X
�;�

f
+

X

f6= g;�

tfgX
�;0

f
X

0;�
g

+
X

f6= g

Jfg

�

~Sf
~Sg �

1

4
nfng

�

+ H 3: (1)

Here � is the chem icalpotential, ~Sf is the spin opera-

tor,S
+

f
= X

�;��

f
,S

�

f
= X

��;�

f
,Szf = 1

2

�

X
�;�

f
� X

��;��

f

�

,

nf =
P

�

X
�;�

f
isthe num berofparticlesoperator,Jfg =

2~t2
fg
=E ct is the exchange param eter,E ct is the charge-

transfergap.In thenotationsofRef.21 thehopping m a-

trix elem entstfg correspondsto t
SS
fg

and � t00
fg

forp-and

n-type cuprates,respectively,and ~tfg = t0S
fg
. Ham ilto-

nian H 3 containsthe three-siteinteraction term s:

H 3 =
X

f6= g6= m ;�

~tfm ~tm g

E ct

�
X

�0
f X

���
m X

0��
g � X

�0
f X

����
m X

0�
g

�
:

(2)

Thereisasim plecorrespondencebetween X -operators

and single-electron annihilation operators: af�� =
P

�

��(�)X
�
f
,where the coe� cients ��(�) determ ines

the partial weight of the quasiparticle � with spin �

and orbitalindex �. These coe� cients are calculated

straightforwardly within the G TB schem e. In the con-

sidered casethereisonly onequasi-Ferm i-typequasipar-

ticle,� = (0;�),with ��(�)= 1,and the Ham iltonian
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in the generalized form in m om entum representation is

given by:

H =
X

~k;�

("0 � �)X
�;�

~k
+
X

~k

X

�;�

t
��

~k
X

�
~k

y
X

�

~k

+
X

~p;~q

X

�;�;�;� 0

V
��;��

0

~p~q
X

�
~p

y
X

�;�
0

~p�~q
X

�

~q
: (3)

TheFouriertransform ofthetwo-tim eretarded G reen

function in the energy representation, G �(~k;E ) =
DD

a~k��

�
�
�a

y

~k��

EE

E
,can be rewritten in term softhe m a-

trix G reen function

h

D̂ (~k;E )

i

��
=

DD

X �
~k

�
�
�X

�

~k

y
EE

E
:

G �(~k;E )=
X

�;�

��(�)
�
��(�)D

�� (~k;E ): (4)

The diagram technique for Hubbard X-operators

has been developed26,27 and the generalized Dyson

equation28 in theparam agneticphase(hX
�;�

0 i=


X

��;��

0

�
)

reads:

D̂ (~k;E ) =

h

Ĝ
�1

0
(E )� P̂ (~k;E )̂t~k � P̂ (~k;E )V̂

�;�

~k~k
hX

�;�

0
i

+ �̂ (~k;E )

i�1

P̂ (~k;E ): (5)

Here, Ĝ
�1

0 (E ) is the exact local G reen function,

G
��

0 (E )= ���=[E � ("n � "n0)],�̂ (~k;E )and P̂ (~k;E )are

the self-energy and the strength operators,respectively.

The presence ofthe strength operator is due to the re-

distribution ofthespectralweightbetween theHubbard

subbands,thatisan intrinsicfeatureofthestrongly cor-

related electron system s.Italso should be stressed that

�̂ (~k;E )in Eq.(5)isthe self-energy in X -operatorsrep-

resentation and therefore it di� ers from the self-energy

entering Dyson equation fortheweak coupling perturba-

tion theory forG �(~k;E ).

W ithin Hubbard-I approxim ation29 the self-energy

�̂ (~k;E ) is equal to zero and the strength operator

P̂ (~k;E )isreplaced byP �� (~k;E )! P �� = ��� F�,where

F�(n;n 0) =

D

X
n;n

f

E

+

D

X
n
0
;n

0

f

E

istheoccupation factor.

Taking into account that in the considered param ag-

netic phase

D

X
�;�

f

E

= 1�x

2
,

D

X
0;0

f

E

= x, with x be-

ing the doping concentration,afterallsubstitutionsand

treating all~k-independentterm sasthe chem icalpoten-

tialrenorm alization,the generalized Dyson equation for

the Ham iltonian (1)becom es:

D (~k;E ) =

�

E � ("0 � �)�
1+ x

2
t~k

�
1+ x

2

~t2
~k

E ct

1� x

2
+ � (~k;E )

#�1
1+ x

2
:(6)

To go beyond the Hubbard-Iapproxim ation we have

to calculate � (~k;E ). For this purpose we use an equa-

tionsofm otion m ethod fortheX -operators30.Theexact

equation ofm otion forX �
k is:

i_X �
~k

=

h

X
�
~k
;H

i

= ("0 � �)X �
~k
+ L

�
~k

= ("0 � �)X �
~k
+ L

�
~k

(0)
+ (L�

~k
� L

�
~k

(0)
): (7)

HereL�
~k

(0)
isthe linearized and decoupled in Hubbard-I

approxim ation operatorL�
~k
,

L
�
~k

(0)
=
1+ x

2
t~k +

1+ x

2

~t2
~k

E ct

1� x

2
: (8)

Letus de� ne~L�
~k
= L�

~k
� L�

~k

(0)
and linearize itwith re-

spectto X �
~k
:

~L�
~k
=
X

�

T
��

~k
X

�

~k
+ ~L

�(irr)

~k
; (9)

where T
��

~k
=

Dn
~L
�

~k
;X

�

~k

y
oE

Dn

X
�

~k

;X
�

~k

y
oE are the coe� cientsofthe lin-

earization. Alle� ectsofthe � nite quasiparticle lifetim e

arecontained in the irreducible part ~L
�(irr)

~k
.In thispa-

perwe neglectit,~L
�(irr)

~k
! 0.

Since the exact equation for the G reen function

is given by E

DD

X �
~k

�
�
�X

�

~k

y
EE

E
=

Dn

X �
~k
;X

�

~k

y
oE

+
DD

i_X �
~k

�
�
�X

�

~k

y
EE

E

,itisstraightforward to � nd thatin our

approxim ation T
��

~k
correspondsto the self-energy:

�̂ (~k;E )= � T̂~k: (10)

Introducing notationsforthe static spin-spin correla-

tion functions

C~q =
X

f;g

e
�i(f�g)~q



X

���
f X

���
g

�
= 2

X

~r

e
�i~r~q hSz~rS

z
0i;

(11)

and forthe kinem atic correlation functions

K ~q =
X

f;g

e
�i(f�g)~q



X

�0
f X

0�
g

�
; (12)

the expression forthe quasiparticleself-energy becom es:
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� (~k;E ) =
2

1+ x

1

N

X

~q

"

t~q �
1� x

2
J~k�~q � x

~t2
~q

E ct

�
1+ x

2

2~t~k
~t~q

E ct

#

K ~q

�
2

1+ x

1

N

X

~q

"

t~k�~q �
1� x

2

 

J~q �

~t2
~k�~q

E ct

!

�
1+ x

2

2~tk~t~k�~q

E ct

#

3

2
C~q: (13)

HereN isthe num berofvectorsin m om entum space.

Untilnow we have m ade two m ajor approxim ations.

First, we neglected irreducible part of the self-energy,

~L
�(irr)

~k
,thusallowing quasiparticlesto have in� nite life-

tim e. Second,and this is notso obvious,in Eq.(6)for

the strength operator P̂(~k;E ) we drop out corrections

beyond Hubbard-I approxim ation. These dropped cor-

rectionsalso lead to the� nitequasiparticlelifetim e.The

consequence of these approxim ations willbe discussed

later.

K inem atic correlation functions (12) are calculated

straightforwardly with the help of G reen function (6).

The spin-spin correlation functions for the t� J m odel

with three-site correlated hoppings H 3 were calculated

in Ref.31. In thispaperthe equationsofm otion forthe

spin-spin G reen function

DD

X ���
f

�
�X ���

g

EE

!
were decou-

pled in the rotationally invariant quantum spin liquid

phase,sim ilarto Refs.32,33.The resultsofthisapproach

forastaticm agneticsusceptibility forthet� J m odelare

sim ilarto thoseobtained by otherm ethods34,35.Higher-

ordercorrelation functionsappearingdueto theH 3 term

aredecoupled in the following way:



X

����
m X

�0
n X

0��
l jX ���

j

��

!
!



X

����
m

�


X

�0
n X

0��
l jX ���

j

��

!



X

���
m X

�0
l X

0�
n jX ���

j

��

!
!



X

�0
l X

0�
n

�


X

���
m jX ���

j

��

!

Thus, higher-order kinem atic and spin-spin scattering

channelsaredecoupled.

Aftertheterm sproportionaltox
�
2~t01=E ct

�2
beingne-

glected,theexpression forFouriertransform ofthespin-

spin G reen function becom es:




X

���
~q jX ���

~q

��

!
=

A ~q(!)

!2 � !2
~q

; (14)

where

A ~q(!) =
1

N

X

~k

��

� 2t~k +
1� x

2

~t2
k

E ct

� �

K ~k
� K

~q� ~k

�

+ 4J~k

�

C
~q� ~k

� C~k

�i

; (15)

and m agneticexcitationsspectrum !~q represented by the

Eq.(26)ofpaper31.

The following resultswere obtained by self-consistent

calculation ofthechem icalpotential�,thespin-spin cor-

relation functions(11)usingG reen function (14),and the

kinem atic correlation functions (12) using G reen func-

tion (6)with the self-energy (13).

FIG .1: (color online) The quasiparticle dispersion (on the

left) and the density of states (D O S, on the right) in the

param agnetic phase ofp-type cuprate with x = 0:16. The

position ofthechem icalpotentialisdenoted by thehorizontal

(green)line.Resultswithin theHubbard-Iapproxim ation are

shown by dashed (red)and dash-dotted (cyan)curvesforthe

m odelwith (t�t 0�t 00�J � m odel)and without(t�t 0�t 00�J
m odel)three-sitecorrelated hoppings,respectively.Bold solid

(blue)curvesrepresenttheresultsforthet�t 0�t 00�J �
m odel

with the shortrange m agnetic order.

III. R ESU LT S FO R p-T Y P E C U P R A T ES

For LSCO the LDA+ G TB calculated param etersare

(in eV):t= 0:93;t0 = � 0:12;t00 = 0:15;J = 0:295;J0 =

0:003;J00 = 0:007. All� guresbelow are in electron rep-

resentation.

Firstofallwewould liketostresstheim portante� ects

caused by the three-sitecorrelated hoppingsH 3 and the

renorm alizationsdue to the shortrangem agnetic order.

Previously,the im portance ofthe three-site correlated

hoppingsin the norm aland superconducting phaseshas

been dem onstrated in Refs.31,36,37. In Fig.1 we present

ourresultsfor16% holedoping within di� erentapproxi-

m ations.Evidently,introduction ofthree-siteinteraction

term sresultsin the change ofthe position ofthe top of

thevalenceband.Therefore,thiswillbecom eim portant

at sm allx. In AFM phase ofthe t� J m odelthere is

a sym m etry around (�=2;�=2) point. In the param ag-

neticphasethissym m etry isabsent.Dueto thescatter-

ing on the shortrange m agnetic  uctuationswith AFM

wave vector ~Q = (�;�) the states near the (�;�) point

are pushed below the Ferm ilevel(see Fig.1),thus to-

tally changing the shape ofthe FS.In otherwords,the

short range m agnetic order \tries" to restore the sym -

m etry around (�=2;�=2) point. In our calculations the

shortrangem agnetic uctuationsaretaken into account
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FIG .2:(coloronline)D opingdependentevolution ofthekine-

m atic (a) and spin-spin (b) correlation functions within the

t�t 0�t 00�J �
m odelfor p-type cuprates. Index n enum er-

ates realspace vectors connecting neighboring sites: n = 1

for nearest-neighbors,n = 2 for the next nearest neighbors,

and so on.In (c)and (d)thedoping dependenceofthenodal

Ferm ivelocity (in units ofeV�a with a being a lattice con-

stant)and the e�ective m assare shown.

via the spin-spin correlation functions(11).

O urresultsforthedopingdependenceofthekinem atic

and spin-spin correlation functions are shown in Fig.2.

Note,the kinem atic correlation functions K n possess a

very nontrivialdoping dependence. For low concentra-

tions, x < 0:15, due to the strong m agnetic correla-

tionsthehoppingsto thenearestand to thenext-nearest

neighbors are suppressed leading to the sm allvalues of

K 1 and K 2,while K 3 isnotsuppressed. Upon increase

ofthe doping concentration above x � 0:15,m agnetic

correlations decrease considerably and nearest-neighbor

kinem atic correlation function K 1 increase. Nextm ajor

change sets at x � 0:23 when the system possesses al-

m ost Ferm iliquid behavior: K 1 becom es largest ofall

K n’s,while the m agnetic correlation functions Cn and

the kinem atic correlation function K 3 are strongly sup-

pressed.

So,we can clearly de� ne two points ofthe crossover,

nam ely x � 0:15 and x � 0:23. The system behavioris

quite di� erent on the di� erent sides ofthese points,al-

though thereisnophasetransition with sym m etrybreak-

ing occurs.To understand thenatureofthesecrossovers

weconsidertheFS evolution with doping concentration,

presented in Fig.3.Atlow x the FS hasthe form ofthe

holepocketscentered around (� �=2;� �=2)point.Then

these pocketsenlargeand atx = 0:15 allofthem m erge

together,form ing the two FS contours. Up to x = 0:23

theFS topologically equivalentto thetwo concentriccir-

cles with the centralone shrinking toward (0;0) point.

Forx = 0:23 thecentralFS contourshrinksto thesingle

pointand vanishes,leaving onelargehole-typeFS.

Apparently,thetopology oftheFS changesdrastically

FIG .3: (color online) Band structure (on the left),density

of states (in the m iddle), and Ferm isurface (on the right)

evolution with dopingconcentration x within thet�t 0�t 00�J �

m odelforp-typecuprates.

upon doping. In particular,ithappensatx = 0:15 and

atx = 0:23.Forthe� rsttim ethe\electronictransition"

accom panying the change in the FS topology,orthe so-

called Lifshitz transition,wasdescribed in Ref.38. Now

such transitionsreferred asa quantum phasetransitions

with a co-dim ension= 1 (see e.g. paper39). Note,when

the FS topology changesatquantum criticalconcentra-

tions x1 = 0:15 and at x2 = 0:23 the density ofstates

atthe Ferm ilevelalso exhibitsigni� cantm odi� cations.

This results in the di� erent behavior ofthe kinem atic

and m agneticcorrelation functionson the di� erentsides

ofthesecrossoverpoints.And thechangesin thedensity

ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevelwillalso resultin the signif-

icant changes ofsuch observable physicalquantities as

the resistivity and the speci� c heat.

Also,from theobtained quasiparticledispersionwecal-

culated thedoping dependenceofthenodalFerm iveloc-

ity vF and the e� ective m ass m�=m (see Fig.2(c) and

(d)).NodalFerm ivelocitydoesnotshow steep variations

with increase ofthe doping concentration in agreem ent

with the ARPES experim ents11,12. E� ective m ass m�

increase with decreasing x and reveals tendency to the

localization in the vicinity ofthe m etal-insulator tran-

sition. But this increase is not very large and overall

m �=m doping dependence agreesquite wellwith the ex-

perim entally observed one13. Note,the non-m onotonic

doping dependence ofboth these quantities re ects the

presenceofthe criticalconcentrationsx1 and x2.
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FIG .4: (color online) The sam e as in Fig.2,but within the

m odelforp-type cuprateswithoutthree-site correlated hop-

pings(t�t 0�t 00�J m odel).

FIG .5: (color online) The sam e as in Fig.3,but within the

m odelforp-type cuprateswithoutthree-site correlated hop-

pings(t�t 0�t 00�J m odel).

Toanalyzethee� ectofthethree-sitehoppingterm H3

we also calculated the doping dependence ofthe band

structure and FS within the t� t0� t00� J m odel. The

behavior ofthe kinem atic and the spin-spin correlation

functions,presented in Fig.4,isquitedi� erentfrom that

ofthet� t0� t00� J� m odel.Thereisonly onequantum

criticalpointatx � 0:08 and thee� ectivem assbecom es

very largeforx approaching zero.Forx > 0:1 theevolu-

tion ofthe FS and density ofstatesnearthe Ferm ilevel

issm ooth,withoutsigni� cantchanges(see Fig.5).M ost

partofthedi� erenceto thet� t0� t00� J� m odelstem s

from theroleofH 3 in theenergy ofstatesnearthe(�;�)

point,thusdeterm ining the topology ofthe FS and the

physicsatlow doping concentrations(see Fig.1).

FIG .6: (color online) The sam e as in Fig.2,but within the

t�t 0�t 00�J �
m odelforn-typecuprates.

FIG .7: (color online) The sam e as in Fig.3,but within the

t�t 0�t 00�J �
m odelforn-typecuprates.

IV . R ESU LT S FO R n-T Y P E C U P R A T ES

Now let us consider n-type cuprates within the t�

t0� t00� J� m odel. For NCCO the LDA+ G TB calcu-

lated param etersare (in eV):t= � 0:50;t0 = 0:02;t00 =

� 0:07;J = 0:195;J0= 0:001;J00= 0:004.

Theobtained doping dependenceofthekinem aticand

m agneticcorrelation functionspresented in Fig.6.There

isonly one crossoverpointatx � 0:2.Also,in contrast
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to the p-typeresults,them ostim portantkinem aticcor-

relation function on the left ofthis point is K 2,rather

than K 3. For x > 0:2 the system dem onstrates Ferm i

liquid-like behavior with m agnitude ofkinem atic corre-

lation function decreasing with the distance,and sm all

valuesofthe m agneticcorrelations.

The roleofthe shortrangem agneticorderand three-

sitehoppingterm sin n-typecupratesissim ilartothatof

p-type.In particular,due to the scattering on the m ag-

netic excitationsthe statesnearthe (�;�)pointpushed

above the Ferm ilevel,and the localsym m etry around

the(�=2;�=2)pointsisrestored,rem inding oftheshort-

rangeAFM  uctuations(seeFig.7).

Instead ofholepocketsaround the(� �=2;� �=2)point

in p-type, here at low x the electron pockets around

(� �;0) and (0;� �) points are present. Upon increase

ofthe doping concentration these pocketsbecom elarger

and m ergetogetheratx = 0:2.Forhigherconcentrations

the FS appearto be a large hole-like one,shrinking to-

ward (�;�)point.Therefore,no otherchangesin theFS

topology otherthan atx = 0:2 arepresent.Referring to

thesam eargum entsasin previoussection,weclaim that

in ourapproach thereisonly onequantum criticalpoint

at xn = 0:2 in the n-type cuprates. Th non-m onotonic

change ofthe e� ective m assand the nodalFerm iveloc-

ity isalso presentatthisconcentration,asevidentfrom

Fig.6(c)and (d).

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D SU M M A R Y

To sum m arize, we have investigated the doping-

dependentevolution ofthe low-energy excitationsforp-

and n-typeHigh-Tc cupratesin theregim eofstrongelec-

tron correlationswithin thesequentially derived e� ective

m odelwith the ab initio param eters.W e show thatdue

to the changes ofthe Ferm isurface topology with dop-

ing the system exhibitsdrasticchangeofthe low-energy

physics.Nam ely,forp-typecupratesthereexisttwocrit-

icalconcentrations,x1 � 0:15 and x2 � 0:23. Along

the di� erent sides ofthese concentrations the behavior

ofthe density ofstatesnearthe Ferm ilevel,ofthe kine-

m aticand m agneticcorrelation functions,ofthee� ective

m ass and the nodalFerm ivelocity,is drastically di� er-

ent. This let us speak about crossover,or,taking into

account the accom panying FS topology changes,about

quantum phasetransitionsatthesequantum criticalcon-

centrations.

Forn-typecupratesdueto thespeci� cFS topology we

obtainonlyonequantum criticalconcentration,xn � 0:2.

Firstofall,wewould liketo com m enton theapproxi-

m ationsm adein thiswork.Sinceweusetheperturbation

theory with hopping tand exchangeJ assm allparam e-

ters,appropriate forthe strongly correlated regim e,the

realpart ofthe corrections to the results obtained will

be sm allto the extentofsm allnessofthe higherpowers

oft=E ct and J=E ct.Thiswillresultin thesm allchanges

ofthe band dispersion and in the � ne detailsofthe FS,

notchanging anything qualitatively.

M oreconcernsgivetheim aginarypartoftheneglected

correctionsto the strength operator P̂ (~k;E )and to the

self-energy �̂ (~k;E ) through ~L
�(irr)

~k
. Application ofthe

equation ofm otion decoupling m ethod to the Hubbard

m odelwith � nitequasiparticlelifetim e40 revealsthatthe

results ofthe m ean-� eld-like approxim ation is qualita-

tively correct. Q uantitatively,at low doping the im ag-

inary part ofthe self-energy leads to the hiding ofthe

FS portions above the antiferrom agnetic Brillouin zone

((�;0)� (0;�) line). This results in Ferm iarc rather

than hole pocketsatx < xopt (see Fig.3).Also,we can

com pare our results to the num ericalm ethods,nam ely,

to theexactdiagonalization studies41.Thequasiparticle

dispersion ofthet� t0� J m odelin Ref.41 can beconsid-

ered asconsisting oftwo bands.Forp-type cupratesin-

tensitiesofthespectralpeakscorresponding to theband

situated m ostly above the Ferm ilevel(in electron rep-

resentation) are very low. This band is often called a

\shadow"band and appearsdueto thescattering on the

short range AFM  uctuations. Notably,our band dis-

persion from Figs.3 and 7 reproducevery welltheshape

ofthe other,\non-shadow",band.Itisthisband where

them ostpartofthe spectralweightisresiding,thusde-

term ining m ostofthe low-energy properties,except for

such subtle e� ectsasa so-called \kink" in dispersion11.

Also,allrenorm alizations not included in considera-

tion willchange the valuesofthe criticalconcentrations

x1,x2,and xn. Com paring with the results ofa m ore

rigoroustheory in paper40,weexpectthesevaluesto de-

crease.

Thus we conclude that our theory captures the m ost

im portantpartofthelow-energy physicswithin thecon-

sidered (and justi� ed for cuprates) m odel. This claim

issupported by the qualitative agreem entwith the crit-

icalconcentrations of crossover observed in the trans-

port experim ents5,6 and in the opticalexperim ent7,8,9,

and even quantitative agreem ent ofthe doping depen-

dence of the nodalFerm ivelocity and of the e� ective

m ass11,12,13. Although we use a sim ple m ean-� eld the-

ory,though strong-coupled,the agreem entwith the ex-

perim entsisnotsurprisingsinceweincluded allnecessary

forHigh-Tc copperoxidesingredients.Nam ely,theshort

rangem agneticorderand three-sitecorrelated hoppings.

Form eristhe intrinsic property ofthe cupratesexhibit-

ing long range AFM orderatlow x,while latterresults

from thesequentialderivation ofthelow-energy e� ective

m odel.
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