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T he spin and density correlation functions ofthe two-din ensionalH ubbard
m odel at low electronic density hni are calculated in the ground state by using
the power m ethod, and at nite tem peratures by using the quantum M onte
C arlo technique. Both approaches produce sin ilar results, which are in close
agreem ent w ith num erical and high tem perature expansion resuls for the two—
din ensionalt Jm odel. U sing perturbative approxin ations, we show that the
exam ination of the density correlation function alone is not enough to support
recent clain s in the literature that suggested spin and charge separation In the
low electronic density regine ofthet J m odel.
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T he nom alstate ofthe high tem perature superconductors doesnot behave
as an ordihary Fem i liquid FL). For the last several years, Anderson® has
strongly supported the idea that instead it m ay be descridbed as a Tom onaga—
Luttinger liquid (TLL).:2 The TLL state hasbeen shown by exact theories’ and
num erical studies’’® to be the ground state of the Hubbard m odel, and also
thet Jmodel, In one din ension. A soecial property of the TLL state is the
separation of spin and charge degrees of freedom .

For these ideas to be applicable to the cuprates, the crucial question is
w hether phenom enologically realistic tw o din ensionalm odels of correlated elec—
trons present features in the ground state sim ilar to those of their one din en—
sional counterparts. Recently, several num erical studies have addressed this
In portant issue, nam ely the possbility of sopin-charge ssparation in the two—
dim ensionalt J m odel. U sing a ground-state pro gction technique (\power"
m ethod) to study the low electronic density region, two ofus’ have fund indi-
cations that spin, charge and pairing correlationsbehave in a sim ilarm anner as
in 1D . Qualitatively the TLL state seem s to provide a consistent phenom eno—
Jogical interpretation of the num erical data. In parallel], based on the results of
high tem perature expansions, P utikka et al® have argued that spin-charge sep—
aration occurs In the 2D t Jmodelat low and high electronic densities (par-
ticularly at high electronic density). T he gauge theory® approach also predicts
anon-fem iliquid NWFL) behavior, although itm ay not necessarily correspond
to a TLL state. On the other hand, for the 2D Hubbard m odel, analytical
studies'® based upon diagram m atic m ethods suggest the presence of a Fem i
liquid at low electronic density.

Since it iswell known that thet J m odel is equivalent to the H ubbard
m odel in the strong coupling lim i, the resuls described above are apparently
Inconsistent. H ow ever, the nonperturbative constraint of no double occupancy

In thet Jmodelmay produce subtle di erences w ith the Hubbard m odel.
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P recisely, one of the purposes of this paper is to study num erically the possible
variation of physical properties between these two m odels as the constraint of
no double occupancy is relaxed. O ur analysis show s that the density and soin
correlation fiinctions in the ground state of the 2D Hubbard and t J mod-
els are qualitatively sim ilar at least at low electronic density. To exam ine the
question of spin-charge separation we com pare our resuls for the density corre—
lations cbtained by the powerm ethod at zero tem perature on 8 8 and 16 16
clusters, and by the Quantum M onte Carlo QM C) method'! at nite tem -
perature, w ith that of the high tem perature expansions® Excellent agreem ent
between the results ofthese threem ethods is cbtained. H ow ever, from ouranal-
ysis we cannot identify the spinless ferm ions (SF') Fem i wavevector 2k§F as
the characteristic wavevector ofthet J and Hubbard m odelsat low electronic
density as suggested by Putikka et al® Both the density and spin correlations
can be understood qualitatively In temm s of perturbative approaches such as a
random phase approxin ation ®RPA )'? with a renom alized Hubbard coupling
U . In addition, the correlations in real space at low electronic density are shown
to decay so rapidly w ith distance that the subtle issue of soin-charge ssparation
In these m odels is di cul to address unless these am all correlations are accu-—
rately evaluated on a nite cluster, or the functional form ofthe correlations at
large distance is obtained w ith som e reliable technique.
The Ham iltonian forthe 2D t J m odel considered here has the fom

X . X 1
Hig= t (i g + he)+ J i § Zninj); @€
< 4P < 4P
w ith the constraint of no double occupancy. The H am iltonian for the 2D Hub-
bard m odel is wellknown and w ill not be reproduced here. For very large U=t
the Hubbard m odel is equivalent to the t J modelwith J= 4t=U, up to
tw o-particle hopping temm s. T he good agreem ent between results forthet J

and Hubbard m odels reported below jisti es the om ission of these threesite
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temm s.!° Two num erical m ethods are used to calculate the equaltin e density

and soin correlation functions, N (g) and S (@), de ned by the relations

X
N (@) = el < n n>; @)

r

X
S@)= e?* < 85st>; 3)
r

where §% = 1 a

P
5 ¢ ,and n, = ad o mi. Here ni is the

average density of electrons. T he brackets In Egs.(2) and (3) refer to them al
averaging in the grand canonical ensemble when the QM C method is used.
At zero tem perature, the ground-state wave function obtained by the power
m ethod in the canonical ensemble is used to calculate the average. W e have
observed that the wellknow n ferm ion determ inantalsign problem doesnotpose
a di culy in the low -electronicdensity region considered in this paper in any
of the techniques. H ow ever, this problem becom esm ore severe w ith increasing
density, and thus we restrict our analysis to the low density region.

The power m ethod has been proven to be very e ective In calculating
ground-state correlation filnctions of thet Jmodelin 1D® and 2D . The
ground state wave function is procted out by applying a large power of the
Ham ittonian, ( H)P, to a tralwave function. The power p required to reach
convergence depends on the choice of the trial finctions. For the case of the
Hubbard m odelw e use the wellknown G utzw illerw ave finction,** ie. HW i=
d® ¥Gi, where ¥ G i is the ideal Ferm i gas wave function on a lattice and D
is the total num ber of doubly occupied sites. Here, g is the only variational
param eter. Atg= 0, the factorg® becom esthe wellknow n pro fction operator
P4 that profcts out states w ith doubly occupied sites. Forthet Jmodelwe
use the wave fiinction st proposed by Helberg and M ele'® in 1D and later
generalized by Valenti and G ros'® to 2D . This fiinction, which we shall call

HM VG, isbasically ofthe same form as W (g= 0)iie. a Slater determ inant
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for up-spin electrons and one for down-soin electrons. In addition to these
two detemm inants, i contains a long range correlation part between all the
particles, i<y ¥; r;J] Whil for nearestneighbor particleswe chose = 0).
Tt was shown in Ref.7 that this wave function is very close to the ground state
forJ=t 2 in the low-electronicdensity region.

S (@) and N (g) areplotted in Figs.da and 1b, respectively, against m om enta
along the X-M - directions for an 8 8 cluster. The open circles represent
the QM C resuls cbtained at tem perature T = t=10, U = 4t and mi= 0:159.
The open squares are or U = 8t and lmi= 0:155, at T = t=8. The U = 8t
results deviate further from the idealFem igas shown by the dashed line than
the U = 4t data. T he open trangles represent ground-state results forU = 8t
obtained for the sam e lattice with 10 particles (ni = 10=64 0:156), by
applyingp = 12 powersofthe Hubbard H am iltonian to the W iwave function
wih g= 05. In m ost regions of g-space the open trangles and squares take
the sam e values. It is gratifying to nd out this excellent agreem ent betw een
two very di erent num erical techniques, nam ely the power m ethod and QM C .
To gauge the e ect ofthe constraint ofno double occupancy, in the sam e gures
we also present results orthet Jmodel’ at J= 0:t. These resuls, which
are represented by the solid triangles in Fig.lab, are obtained from the trial
wave fuinction HM VG- = Ol withpowerp= 16.Thet Jmodelresultsagree
very wellw ith the open triangleswhich corresoonds to the H ubbard m odelw ith
U= 8t 0= t=2 In thet J model lJanguage). Hence, there is little di erence
in the correlation functions between strong and intem ediate couplings.

Let us now analyze the In plications of Fig.la¥. A 1l the curves in Fig.la
have peaks at the 2ky wavevectors, except the ideal Femn i gas which only
presents a discontinuous derivative. T he peak size increases w ith the value of
U=t. The presence of these peaks’ inplies a stronger spin-density-wave cor—

relation at nite coupling than the ideal gas. It is interesting to notice that
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a sin ilar peak is observed® in 1D . Though the m agnitude of the peak in 1D
is much greater than in 2D, this large di erence m ay be partly due to the
din ensionality e ect. Unlike 1D in which there is only one 2k wavevector,
In 2D there is a characteristic vector in each direction in the two din ensional
m om entum space, each one carrying a peak in S(g). In contrast to the soin
correlations, N (q) shown in Fig.lb is reduced at g = 2ky as com pared to the
values of the idealFemm igas shown by the dashed line. T he reduction is larger
asthe coupling U =t is Increased. T he plateau observed fork > 2ky forthe ideal
gas seam s to have shifted to a larger value of k. Putikka et al® have argued
this new wavevector to be 2k:¥ . The presence of the Fem i wavevector k3F
for a spinless ferm ionic system would im ply the ssparation of charge and soin
degrees of freedom .

To exam ine the in portant issue of whhether 2k:* appears in the num erical
results, and in order to reduce possble nite size e ects we have calculated
N (@) on a 16 16 Jattice using both the QM C and powerm ethod techniques.
InFig2,N (q) isplotted asa function ofq along the diagonaldirection g, = g, .
T he open squares represent the QM C results obtained at tem perature T = t=4,
U = 8t, and mi= 02. The open triangles represent ground-state results ob-
tained for the sam e cluster with 50 particles (ie. i 0:195) by applying
twelve powersofthet JHam iltonian tothe HM VG variationalwave function
wih = 0:04. The results of the high tem perature expansions corresponding
to J= t=2 and tam perature T = J=2 are indicated by the solid line. There is
very little di erence betw een the results of these three num ericalm ethods. This
In plies that the num erical accuracy of the data is not questionable, but only
the interpretation needs to be analyzed carefiilly. For com parison, the resul of
the idealFem igas is plotted as the thin continuous line In Fig2. It is cbvious
that the resuls of the interactive system deviates appreciably from the ideal
gas results. H owever, these results do not unam biguously support the identi -

cation ofa singularity at 2k§F . A m ore conservative Interpretation is that they
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Indicate a broad maximum ofN () at g = ( ; ) which may just re ect the
short-range e ective repulsion between particles.

To explore further this assum ption we com pare N () against the T = 0
RPA results (dashed line in Fig2). The best t is obtained by choosing the
renom alized interaction U to be 12t. T hus, the apparent shift of the character-
istic w avevector can bem in ic very wellby a sin ple perturbative Fem i licquid
based) approach. W e have also calculated S () using RPA *2. The peaks at 2kg
are also reproduced this tim e using a sm aller e ective coupling U = 3t. Such
a qualitative description of spin and density correlation functions in temm s of
a sin ple RPA tends to support the point of view that the ground state of the
Hubbard m odel is just a strongly correlated Femm iliquid. But thism ay also be
m isleading. It is also possible to reproduce the correlation functions of a one
din ensional H ubbard m odelby using the RPA approxin ation. Just lke in two
din ensions, a an all e ective interaction U is enough to produce a large peak
in S(g) at the proper wavevector 2kr . To t the density correlation function,
a larger U is needed ie. the system atic behavior is very sin ilar in 1D and 2D
(as em phasized in Ref.7).

T he excellent agream ent between technigques that work at zero and nite
tem perature shown in Fig2 suggests that the shift in N () cannot be due to
subtle long distance correlation functionsbut to short distance e ects. To study
this hypothesis we analyzed in real space the density-density correlation, C (v),
for the case ofthe one band H ubbard m odel. F ig.3a show s that this correlation
decays rapidly w ith distance and it becom es negligible at four lattice spacings
away from the origin (nhum erically the signal at this distance is approxin ately
5 10% C (r= 0)). These 2D correlations are considerably am aller than those
obtained in the case of the one din ensional Hubbard m odel, which we know
show s spin-charge separation. This analysis show s that i would be di cult

to ocbtain reliable num erical infom ation about the behavior of the correlation



finctions at distances larger than a few lattice spacings. T hus, a proper study
of spin-charge separation seem s beyond present day accuracy of com putational
and serdes expansion analysis at low electronic density.

C an the results of our analysis be extended to higher densities? In Fig.3b,
N () is shown at quarter- lling using the Hubbard m odel with U=t= 8 and
the QM C technique. T he results deviate considerably from the non-interacting
Fem i gas, but they can be accurately reproduced by a sin ple perturbative
calculation ( rst order) with an e ective coupling U = 4t (see also Refll7).
T hen, we believe that our conclusions for the H ubbard m odel can be extended
tothedomain 00 i 0:5. At higher densities the perturbative approach
breaks down at intemm ediate and large couplings, due to antiferrom agnetism .
On the other hand, the results for the t J model at this density are very
sim ilar to those of non-interacting soinless ferm ions, as rem arked in R ef8 using
the high tem perature expansions. The possible origin of this discrepancy is
currently under study.

In summ ary, we have presented soin and density correlation functions for
the one band Hubbard m odel at Iow electronic density. T he ground-state re—
sults cbtained by the power m ethod agree well with the nitetem perature
results obtained by QM C .M easurem ents at Interm ediate U =t couplings for the
H ubbard m odel are consistent w ith strong coupling data for the t J m odel.
Com pared against the ideal gas results, we con m that N (g) is appreciably
reduced at g = 2kr asclain ed by Putikka et al® Thisdi erence increasesw ith
the strength ofthe H ubbard interaction. T he enhancem ent of soin-density-w ave
correlation as show n by the appearance ofpeaksat the 2ky wavevectors for S (q)
also increasesw ith U=t. This resul, rst observed In Ref.7, iscon m ed by the
present study on larger clusters and thus nite size e ects seem am all. On the
other hand, the RPA approxin ation can provide a rough qualitative under-

standing of all these results. In addition, exam ining N () on a 16 16 lattice



we did not nd evidence for the presence of the characteristic w avevector of a
soinless Fem ion m odel. A ctually, the density correlations in real space decay
s0 rapidly that m aking any statem ent about their asym ptotic behaviorbased on
num erical techniques at nite tem perature is risky. T hus, based on the current
available inform ation it is not possible to conclude that spin-charge separation
takes place in the low electronic density ofthe 2D Hubbard and t J m odels.
H owever, we cannot rule out this possibility either. T he com plete separation of
soin and charge as In the in nite U 1im it ofthe 1D Hubbard m odelm ay notbea
proper guidance for 2D studies. A possible scenario is that although charge and
soin are ssparated, they interact strongly as in the nite U=t Hubbard m odel

in 1D . T his question is currently being studied.
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Figure C aptions:

Fig. 1l (@) Spin correlation function S () and (o) density correlation function N (q)

Fig.

Fig.

2

3

Inmomentum space alongthe X-M - directionson a8 8 square lattice.

O pen circles represent QM C resultsat U = 4t, mi= 0159 and T = t=10.
T he open squares correspond to U = 8t, mi= 0:155 and T = t=8. The
open triangles represent ground state results for the Hubbard m odel at
U = 8t with 10 electrons. The solid triangles denote ground-state resuls
forthet Jmodelat J= 0:t. The dashed line is the result for an ideal
Fem igas.

The density correlation N (q) along the diagonal direction gy = g, on a
16 16 cluster. The open squares represent the QM C results obtained at
T=1t=4,U=8andmi= 02 (resultson 12 12 lattices are also shown).
The open triangles are power m ethod ground-state results forthe t J
model at J= t=2. The solid line is the result obtained by the high tem -
perature expansion ofRef8. T he dashed line denotes the RPA prediction.
The result for an idealFem igas is plotted as a thin continuous line.

(@) D ensity-density correlation C (r) = yn,i i as a function of the
distance r. T he solid line is the powerm ethod result obtained at J=t= 0:5
(ie. U=t= 8 in the Hubbard model) on a 16 16 cluster and density
hni 020. The dashed line denotes the result for a tightbinding non-
Interacting system U=t= 0 of the sam e size. T he correlations are consid-
ered along the diagonal of the lattice (the lattice spacing is equalto one);
(o) The density correlation N (g) along the direction X-M — using the

QM C technigque (full squares) on a 16 16 cluster, at T = t=4, U=t= 8,
and density mi = 0:5. The dashed line indicates the result for an ideal
Fem igas, while the dotted line corresponds to a perturbative calculation
using an e ective coupling U = 4t. The continuous line corresponds to

non-interacting spinless ferm ions at the sam e density and tem perature.
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