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T he dispersion ofa single hole in an antiferrom agnet
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(M arch 23,2024)

W e revisitthe problem ofthe dispersion ofa single hole injected into a quantum antiferrom agnet.

W e applied a spin-density-wave form alism extended to large num ber oforbitals and obtained an

integralequation for the fullquasiparticle G reen’s function in the self-consistent \non-crossing"

Born approxim ation. W e found that for t=J � 1, the bare ferm ionic dispersion is com pletely

overshadowed by theself-energy corrections.In thiscase,thequasiparticleG reen’sfunction contains

abroad incoherentcontinuum which extendsoverafrequency rangeof� 6t.In addition,thereexists

a narrow region ofwidth O (JS)below thetop ofthevalenceband,wheretheexcitationsarem ostly

coherent,though with a sm allquasiparticleresidueZ � J=t.Thetop ofthevalenceband islocated

at(�=2;�=2).W efound thattheform oftheferm ionicdispersion,and,in particular,theratio ofthe

e�ective m assesnear(�=2;�=2)strongly depend on the assum ptionsone m akesforthe form ofthe

m agnon propagator.W eargue in thispaperthattwo-m agnon Ram an scattering aswellasneutron

scattering experim entsstrongly suggestthatthezoneboundary m agnonsarenotfreeparticlessince

a substantialportion of their spectralweight is transferred into an incoherent background. W e

m odeled thise�ectby introducing a cuto� qc in the integration overm agnon m om enta. W e found

analytically thatforsm allqc,thestrong coupling solution fortheG reen’sfunction isuniversal,and

both e�ective m asses are equalto (4JS)
� 1
. W e furthercom puted the fullferm ionic dispersion for

J=t= 0:4 relevantfor Sr2C uO 2C l2,and t
0
= � 0:4J and found notonly thatthe m asses are both

equalto (2J)� 1,but also that the energies at (0;0) and (0;�) are equal,the energy at (0;�=2) is

abouthalfofthatat(0;0),and thebandwidth forthecoherentexcitationsisaround 3J.Allofthese

results are in fullagreem ent with the experim entaldata. Finally,we found that weakly dam ped

excitations only exist in a narrow range around (�=2;�=2). Away from the vicinity of(�=2;�=2),

the excitationsare overdam ped,and the spectralfunction possessesa broad m axim um ratherthan

a sharp quasiparticle peak.Thislastfeature wasalso reported in photoem ission experim ents.

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

The dispersion of a single hole in a quantum an-

tiferrom agnet is one of the issues in the �eld of

high-tem peraturesuperconductivity which hasattracted

a substantial am ount of interest over a num ber of

years [1{19]. The parent com pounds of the high-Tc
m aterials are quantum Heisenberg antiferrom agnets as

wasdem onstrated by neutron scattering [21],NM R [22]

and Ram an [23] experim ents. The antiferrom agnetic

spin ordering strongly m odi�esthe electronic dispersion

which by allaccounts is very di�erent from what one

would expectfrom band theory calculations.Upon hole

doping,short-rangeantiferrom agnetism gradually disap-

pears,and the overdoped cupratespossessan electronic

dispersion which is consistentwith band theory predic-

tions[25].How theelectronicspectrum evolveswith dop-

ing is currently a subjectofintensive experim entaland

theoreticalstudies [26{29]. As an im portant input for

these studies,one needs to know what happens in the

lim itofzero doping when a single holeisinjected into a

quantum antiferrom agnet.

The dispersion ofa single hole in an antiferrom agnet

hasbeen intensivelystudied experim entally and theoreti-

cally .Experim entalinform ation com esfrom photoem is-

sion experim ents on the half-�lled Sr2C uO 2C l2 which

is not a high-Tc superconductor,but containsthe sam e

C uO 2 planes as the high-Tc m aterials [30,31]. M ost of

the theoreticalanalysiswasperform ed in the fram ework

ofthe t� J and Hubbard m odels which are widely be-

lieved to adequately describe the low-energy physics of

the underlying three-band m odel [1{13,15{19]. Early

analyticaland num ericalcom putations were perform ed

in the antiferrom agnetically ordered phase and for the

case when a hopping is only possible between nearest

neighbors [1{3,5,12,13]. These studies have shown that

in thestrongcouplinglim it(largeU lim itin theHubbard

m odelor t� J lim it in the t� J m odel),the G reen’s

function ofa singleholehasthe form

G (k;!)=
Z

! � Ek
+ G inc(k;!); (1)

wherethecoherentpartiscon�ned toscalessm allerthan

2J,whiletheincoherentbackground stretchesuptoafew

t.Thequasi-particleresidueofthecoherentpieceissm all

and scales as Z / J=tin the lim it t� J. The disper-

sion E k hasa m axim um atk = (�=2;�=2)and sym m e-

try related points. Allcalculations have dem onstrated

thatthe dispersion around thispointisvery anisotropic

with a substantially largerm assalong the(0;�)to (�;0)

direction than along the Brillouin zone diagonal. For

t=J = 2:5 relevant to cuprates,the ratio ofthe m asses

is about5� 7 in the t� J m odel(without a three-site

term )[3],and itiseven largerin theHubbard m odeldue

to the presenceofthe baredispersion J(coskx + cosky)
2

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9709235v1


which yieldsan extra contribution to them assalong the

zonediagonal[20].

Itturnsout,however,thattheexperim entalresultsfor

Sr2C uO 2C l2 [31,30]are ratherdi�erentfrom these pre-

dictions.Although the photoem ission data havedem on-

strated that the m axim um ofE k is at k = (�=2;�=2)

consistentwith the theory,the experim entally m easured

ratio ofthe m assesisclose to one in cleardisagreem ent

with thetheoreticalpredictions.M oreover,thedatashow

thatthecoherentpeakin thespectralfunction existsonly

in a narrow region around (�=2;�=2) while away from

this region,the hole spectralfunction is nearly feature-

less.Thisim pliesthatthe ferm ionic excitationsbecom e

overdam ped already atenergieswhich are substantially

sm allerthan 2J.

After the data were reported,severalattem pts have

been m ade to im prove the agreem ent between theory

and experim ent. O ne scenario was put forward by re-

searchers working on the \gauge theory" approach to

cuprates [32], m ost recently by Laughlin [33]. He ar-

gued thattheisotropyofthedispersion togetherwith the

observed m ostly incoherentnatureoftheelectronicexci-

tationsaresignaturesofa spin-chargeseparation.Fora

state where spin and charge degrees offreedom are de-

scribed by separate quasiparticles (spinons and holons,

respectively),theelectron G reen’sfunction isjusta con-

volution ofthe spinon and holon propagators. It does

nothaveapolewhich norm ally would beassociated with

the coherent part ofG (k;!), but rather a branch cut

which describes fully incoherent excitations. Laughlin

argued thatsincespinon and holon energiesarewellsep-

arated (thespinon energy hasan overallscaleofJ,while

theholon energy isO (t)),the position ofthebranch cut

virtually coincides with the spinon dispersion. In the

m ean-�eld theory forthespin-chargeseparated state,the

spinon energy hasthe form

E
spinon

k
= � Csw (cos

2
kx + cos2 ky)

1=2
; (2)

whereCsw � 1:6J isthe spin-wavevelocity in a 2D S =

1=2 antiferrom agnet. This dispersion has an isotropic

m axim um at k = (�=2;�=2),a bandwidth of2:2J and

equalenergiesfork = (0;0)and (0;�)-allofthese fea-

turesareconsistentwith thedata togetherwith thenear

absenceofthe quasiparticlepeak.

An obvious weakness of the m ean-�eld analysis of

spinonsand holonsis thatitneglectsthe e�ects due to

a gauge �eld.Beyond the m ean-�eld level,a gauge�eld

m ay gluespinonsand holonsintoabound statethusren-

dering theelectron asa coherentquasiparticle.Laughlin

conjectured thatthe con�nem enttakesplaceonly below

TN ,while the experim entaldata were actually collected

atT = 350K which is100K abovetheNeeltem perature.

Hethen proposed thatifm easurem entsaredoneatm uch

lowertem peratures,they should yield an anisotropicdis-

persion consistent with the results obtained in the or-

dered state with no spin-chargeseparation.

Another,m oreconventionalapproachtothesinglehole

problem assum esthatthereisno spin-chargeseparation

atany T,and thatthe experim entaldata in factreect

the behaviorofthe hole dispersion in the antiferrom ag-

netically ordered phase [15{19]. W ithin this approach,

thediscrepancy with thedataism ainly attributed to the

fact that the originalm odeldid not contain a hopping

term t0 between next-nearest neighbors (and,possibly,

also between further neighbors). The presence ofthe a

�nite t0 term in the Hubbard m odelisjusti�ed,atleast

partly, by studies which derived an e�ective one-band

m odelfrom the underlying three-band m odelby com -

paring the energy levelsaround the charge transfergap

[34]. These studies predicted that the second-neighbor

hopping is about t0 = � 0:2t. By itself,this hopping is

sm allcom pared to t. However,in an antiferrom agnetic

background,theholecan only m ovewithin thesam esub-

lattice,otherwise the antiferrom agnetic ordering is dis-

turbed. The hopping term t0 connects the sites within

thesam esublattice,and thereforeisnota�ected by anti-

ferrom agnetism .O n thecontrary,thetterm contributes

to the hopping within a sublattice only via the creation

ofa virtualdoubly occupied statewhich coststheenergy

U . As a result,the t� partofthe dispersion isrescaled

and becom esofordert2=U = O (J).O nethereforehasto

com paret0 notwith tbutratherwith J.ForJ=t� 0:4,

we then obtain t0 = � 0:5J,which im m ediately im plies

thatthecorrectionsdueto t0areactually quiterelevant.

It has been m entioned severaltim es in the literature

thattheinclusion oft0= � 0:5J into theHubbard m odel

yieldsa good agreem entwith the experim entaldata al-

ready atthe m ean-�eld level[15,16]. Indeed,the m ean-

�eld spin-density-wave (SDW ) form ula for the hole dis-

persion atlargeU is

E k = � J(coskx + cosky)
2 � 4t0coskx cosky : (3)

Fort0= � 0:5J,thisform ula transform sinto

E k = � J(cos2 kx + cos2 ky) (4)

(hereweassum ed thatthechem icalpotentialisatthetop

ofthevalenceband).Thisdispersion possessestwoequal

e�ective m assesifone expandsaround the m axim um at

(�=2;�=2),and hasa a localm axim um at(0;�=2)with

E = � J. Both ofthese results are consistent with the

m ostrecentdata by LaRosaetal.[31].Furtherm ore,the

data show thatthe energiesat(0;0)and (0;�)are both

equalto � 2J. This also agreeswith the photoem ission

data [30,31].

The conventionalm ean-�eld SDW -type approach also

possessestheweaknessthatitpredictsfully coherentex-

citationsupto 2J.The data,however,dem onstratethat

away from thevicinity of(�=2;�=2),thecoherentpartof

thedispersion isalm ostcom pletely overshadowed by the

incoherentbackground. Earlierstudies [15]which went

beyond them ean-�eld levelhavedem onstrated thatself-

energy correctionsreduce the quasiparticle residue thus

transferring part of the spectral weight into the inco-

herent background. However,these corrections also ef-

fectively decrease t0 and thusrenderthe spectrum m ore

2



anisotropic (see Fig.11 and 13 below). From this per-

spective,the observed isotropy ofthe dispersion around

(�=2;�=2) is attributed in a conventionalapproach to

som e �ne tuning ofboth J=t and t0=J and is therefore

com pletely accidental[35].

In this paper we show that in a certain lim it speci-

�ed below,the near-degeneracy ofthe spectrum around

(�=2;�=2)turnsouttobeafundam ental,universalprop-

erty of a single hole in an antiferrom agnet, indepen-

dentofthe detailsofthe physicsatatom ic scales. O ur

key point is this: in allprevious studies which yielded

anisotropicspectra,itwasassum ed thatm agnonsbehave

asfree particlesforallm om enta. In thiscase,the inte-

gralover the m agnon m om enta in the self-energy term

runsoverthe wholem agneticBrillouin zone(M BZ).O n

theotherhand,Ram an studiesofthetwo-m agnon pro�le

in the insulating parentcom poundsofhigh Tc m aterials

have dem onstrated that the width of the two-m agnon

peak is m uch broader than one would expect for free

m agnons[23,24].Thedom inantcontribution tothispeak

com esfrom them agnonsneartheboundary oftheM BZ.

Com plim enting these�ndings,neutron scattering exper-

im ents on La2C uO 4 [36]have shown thatabouthalfof

thespectralweightofthequasiparticlepeak forthezone

boundary m agnonsistransferred intoa broad incoherent

background.

It has been suggested that the broadening is due

to the strong interaction between these m agnons and

phonons [37,38]. This interaction is �nite and not nec-

essary sm allat T = 0 contrary to the m agnon-m agnon

interaction which givesrise to an incoherentpartofthe

m agnon spectralfunction only at �nite T and is irrele-

vantforT � J [39].

In this situation,it seem s reasonable to assum e that

thecontribution from thezoneboundary m agnonsto the

electronic self-energy is substantially reduced com pared

to whatonewould obtain forfreespin waves.Thishow-

everistrue only forzone-boundary m agnons. Forlong-

wavelength m agnons,the m agnon-phonon vertex scales

linearly with the m agnon m om entum ,and the incoher-

entpartofthem agnon propagatorissm all.Thesim plest

way to m odelthise�ectisto introduce an uppercuto�

qc in the integration over m agnon m om enta. Naively,

onem ightexpectthattheholedispersion would strongly

depend on qc. However, we willdem onstrate that at

larget=J,when thebaredispersion isirrelevant,only the

quasiparticle residue doesdepend on qc,while the e�ec-

tivem assesarein factindependentofqc in thelim itwhen

qc is su�ciently sm all. W e explicitly show that in this

lim it,both m assesturn outtobeequalto1=2J.Thedis-

persion near(�=2;�=2)isthen isotropic and hasa form

E k = � J~k2 where ~k is the deviation from (�=2;�=2).

Furtherm ore,we show thatfora certain range ofqc the

inclusion oft0= � 0:5J extendstheregion wherethetwo

m assesareapproxim ately equalto basically allvaluesof

t=J.Thislastresultallowsusto correctly reproducethe

m easured holedispersion in Sr2C uO 2C l2.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next sec-

tion, we outline the form alism and derive the integral

equation for the quasiparticle G reen’s function by ex-

pandingaround them ean-�eld SDW solution.In Sec.III

we present our analyticalresults in the large t=J lim it.

In this section we also discuss the role of the vertex

corrections to the spin-ferm ion vertex. In Sec.IV,we

presentthe resultsofthe num ericalsolution ofthe self-

consistency equation for the quasiparticle G reen’sfunc-

tion for di�erent values ofJ=t. Sec.V contains a sum -

m ary ofourresults.

II.T H E FO R M A LISM

As m entioned in the introduction,our starting point

forthedescription oftheinsulatingparentcom poundsof

the high-Tc m aterialsisthe e�ective 2D one-band Hub-

bard m odel[40{42],given by

H = �
X

i;j

ti;jc
y

i;�cj;� + U
X

i

c
y

i;"
ci;"c

y

i;#
ci;# : (5)

Here � isthe spin index and ti;j isthe hopping integral

which weassum etoactbetween nearestand next-nearest

neighbors(tand t0,respectively).Throughoutthepaper

we assum e thatthe ground state ofthe Hubbard m odel

isantiferrom agnetically ordered.In thissituation,a way

to calculate the spectralfunction in a system atic per-

turbative expansion isto extend the Hubbard m odelto

a large num ber oforbitals,n = 2S,and use a 1=S ex-

pansion around them ean-�eld SDW state[43].The1=S

expansion fortheHubbard m odelhasbeen discussed sev-

eraltim esin theliterature[15,28]and wewilluseithere

without further clari�cation. To obtain the m ean-�eld

solution,oneintroducesan antiferrom agneticlong range

order param eter Sz = hc
y

k
ck+ Q i and uses it to decou-

ple the interaction term in Eq.(5). Diagonalizing then

thequadraticform by m eansofa unitary transform ation

oneobtainstwo electronicbandsforthe conduction and

valenceferm ions,whoseenergy dispersion isgiven by

E
c;v

k
= �

q

(�
�

k
)2 + � 2 + �

+

k
; (6)

where

�
�
k
=
�k � �k+ Q

2
� = U hS zi

�k = � 4�tS(coskx + cosky)� 8�t0S coskx cosky � � : (7)

Here E
c;v

k
is the dispersion of the conduction and va-

lence ferm ions,respectively,�k is the dispersion offree

ferm ions, � is the chem icalpotential, and hSzi is the

sublattice m agnetization. To facilitate the 1=S expan-

sion,we also introduced �t= t=2S and �t0= t0=2S.In the

large-U lim itwhich weonly consider,onecan expand the

squarerootand obtains

3



- i  Σ = +

FIG .1. Thelowestorderself-energy correction fortheva-

lenceferm ionsin theSDW m odel.Thesolid and dashed lines

arethebarepropagatorsofconduction and valenceferm ions,

respectively.Thewavy line describestransversespin uctua-

tions.

E
c;v

k
= � �� 2JS(coskx + cosky)

2

� 8�t0S coskx cosky � � ; (8)

where J = 4�t2=U .Athalf-�lling,the chem icalpotential

can be setto the top ofthe valence band (� = � �);for

S = 1=2wethen reproduceEq.(3)from theintroduction.

At in�nite S, the m ean-�eld approach is exact. At

�nite S,the bare G reen’s function is renorm alized due

to the interaction with spin waves. The lowest order

self-energy correctionsforvalence ferm ionsare given by

the diagram s in Fig.1. The solid and dashed lines in

these diagram s are the propagators of conduction and

valence ferm ions,respectively. The wavy lines describe

transversespin uctuationswhich in theSDW approach

arecollectivem odesofelectrons.Thesecollectivem odes

correspond to the poles ofthe transverse susceptibility,

and are obtained by sum m ing up an in�nite RPA se-

ries in the particle-hole channelwith the totalm om en-

tum equalto eitherzero orQ . The interaction vertices

between ferm ionic quasiparticleand m agnonshavebeen

calculated previously [44]. In the strong coupling lim it

they aregiven by

�cc;vv(k;q)=

h

�

�

�
(� )

k
+ �

(� )

k+ q

�

�q +

�

�
(� )

k
� �

(� )

k+ q

�

�q

i

;

�cv;vc(k;q)= U
�
�q � �q

�
: (9)

where�q and ��q aregiven by

�q =
p
S

�
1+ �q

1� �q

� 1=4

; ��q =
p
S

�
1� �q

1+ �q

� 1=4

; (10)

and �q = (cosqx + cosqy)=2.

W e see that there are two types of vertices: �cv;vc

which describesthe interaction between conduction and

valence ferm ions,and �cc;vv which involves either only

valence or only conduction ferm ions. Apparently, the

second diagram in Fig.1 ism ore relevantsince the ver-

tex which involvesboth conduction and valenceferm ions

scalesasU .However,incidentand interm ediateferm ions

in thisdiagram belong to di�erentbandsand are there-

fore separated by a large,m om entum independent gap

� � U S. As a result, the �rst diagram m ostly con-

tributestothegap renorm alization,which isexactly can-

celled by a renorm alization ofhSzi such that the fully

renorm alized gap equals2U S asitindeed should be for

the large U Hubbard m odel[15,44]. Expanding thisdi-

agram in J=U ,we also obtain a m om entum dependent

FIG .2. The lowestordervertex correction forthe vertex

between ferm ions and transverse spin uctuations. The dia-

gram with only one wavy line is absent in the ordered state

asitdoesnotconserve the spin.

term ofO (J)which contributesa regular1=S correction

to the baredispersion.

The �rst diagram in Fig. 1 involves only valence

ferm ions. Here the vertex isreduced from U due to the

coherencefactorsand scalesast.Atthesam etim e,both

incidentand internalquasiparticlesare only O (J)away

from theFerm isurfacewhich im pliesthatthedenom ina-

torscalesasJ. The totalcontribution from the second

diagram then behaves as JS(t=J
p
S)2 and in addition

is strongly m om entum dependent. Since the bare dis-

persion isoforderJS,therelativeself-energy correction

from thesecond diagram scalesas(t=J
p
S)2 and issm all

only forextrem ely largeS.Forphysically relevantvalues

ofthe spin,the expansion param eteris obviously large,

and one certainly cannotrestrictwith the second order

in perturbation theory.

W enow form ulateprecisely underwhich conditionswe

carry outthe calculations. W e assum e thatS � 1 and

neglectallregularcorrectionsin 1=S.Atthe sam etim e,

weassum ethatt=J
p
S � 1and sum up an in�niteseries

ofdiagram s in this param eter. The restriction to large

S allowsusnotonly to neglectthe self-energy diagram s

which involveboth valenceand conduction ferm ions,but

also to neglectthequantum correctionsto thespin-wave

propagator.Athalf-�lling,theseregular1=S corrections

can,with good accuracy,beabsorbed into therenorm al-

ization ofthehopping term and theexchangeinteraction

which areboth inputparam etersforourcalculations.

Thenextstep isto selecttheseriesofdiagram swhich

have to be sum m ed up. To lowest order in perturba-

tion theory,both self-energy and vertex correctionsare

equally relevant: the self-energy correction yields a rel-

ative contribution of(�t=J
p
S)2,while the leading order

vertex correction shown in Fig.2 yieldsa relativefactor

(�t=J
p
S)4 which is even larger. This result, however,

changes if we estim ate the strength of the self-energy

and vertex corrections in a self-consistent m anner,i.e.,

by considering allinternalG reen’sfunctionsand allver-

ticesin the diagram sin Figs.1 and 2 asfullones. This

in turn yields self-consistent equations for the fullself-

energy and the fullvertex. O ur self-consistent calcula-

tion ofthe self-energy correction is sim ilar to the one

perform ed by K ane,Lee and Read (K LR) [2]. Follow-

4
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FIG .3. a) The self-energy is given by an in�nite sum of

\non-crossing" diagram s. b) The D yson equation which to-

getherwith the self-energy in a)yieldsEq.(11).

ing K LR,we assum e that the dom inant pole approxi-

m ation for the fullferm ionic G reen’s function is valid

upto energies ofthe order ofthe typicalspin wave en-

ergy,i.e.,the fullG reen’sfunction can be approxim ated

asZ=(! � Ek)whereE k = O (JS)(welatercon�rm this

result by explicit calculations). Substituting this form

into the self-energy term and perform ing standard m a-

nipulationsweobtain for�t=J
p
S � 1theself-consistency

condition �t2Z 2�=J 2S � 1,where � stands for the ver-

tex renorm alization.Itisessentialthatthereisonly one

powerof� in thisrelation asonly oneofthetwo vertices

in the self-energy diagram gets renorm alized. O n the

otherhand,in thevertex correction diagram ,allvertices

should beconsidered asfullones,and theself-consistency

condition yields(t2Z 2�=J 2S)2�2 � 1.Com paring these

two conditions,we obtain Z � J
p
S=t and � = O (1).

The resultforZ is consistentwith the one obtained by

K LR.Clearly then,the self-energy correctionsare m ore

relevantthan the vertex correctionssince the form erre-

duce the quasiparticle residue to a param etrically sm all

value,while the latter only change the vertex by a fac-

toroforderO (1).Though the vertex correctionsdo not

contain a factor1=S,itseem sreasonableto assum ethat

they justchangethe overallam plitude ofthe vertex but

do notintroduceany new physics.W etherefore�rstne-

glectallvertex correctionsand obtain thefullself-energy

and thus the fullG reen’s function in the self-consistent

Born approxim ation [45]. W e then use the solution for

thefullG reen’sfunction toestim atetherelativestrength

ofthevertex corrections.W e�nd thatthevertex correc-

tionschangethevertexbyroughly20% and thereforecan

be neglected with reasonableaccuracy.

In the Born approxim ation, the full self-energy is

diagram m atically given by an in�nite series of \non-

crossing"diagram s(seeFig.3a).Sum m ingup thisseries,

weobtain thatthefullself-energyhasthesam eform asin

second-orderperturbation theory,butthe G reen’sfunc-

tion forthe interm ediate ferm ion isnow replaced by the

fullone.ThefullG reen’sfunction isthen obtained from

theDyson equation (seeFig.3b)and isanalyticallygiven

by

G
� 1(k;!)= ! � (Evk � �)�

Z
d2q

4�2
d
 	(k;q)G (k + q;! + 
)F (q;
); (11)

whereF (q;!)isthe spin-wavepropagator,and

	(k;q)= � 2

vv = 32S�t2
h

�
2

k + �
2

k+ q � 2�k�q�k+ q

+

q

1� �2q(�
2

k+ q � �
2

k)

i

=

q

1� �2q :

The integration over the m agnon m om entum runs over

the wholeM BZ.

Eq.(11) is sim ilar to the one derived earlier for the

t� J m odel[2,3,45]with the only di�erence thatEq.11

containsthebaredispersionE v
k
.Thisdispersionisindeed

also presentwhen one derivesthe t� J m odelfrom the

Hubbard m odelat large U . However,it is due to the

three-site term which isusually om itted in the e�ective

t� J Ham iltonian [46].

Aswe discussed in the introduction,the quasiparticle

spectralweightofthe short-wavelength m agnonsin the

parentcom poundsofthehigh-Tc m aterialsislikely to be

stronglyreduced asdem onstratedbyRam an and neutron

scattering experim ents. To account for this e�ect, we

adopta sem i-phenom enologicalapproach and introduce

a cuto�,qc,in the integration overm agnon m om enta in

the r.h.s.ofEq.(11). W e assum e that for q > qc,the

m agnon spectralweight disappears into a broad back-

ground,and neglect the contribution to the self-energy

from these q.O n the otherhand,forq < qc,we assum e

that the m agnons are just free particles. Furtherm ore,

forouranalyticalconsiderations,we willassum e thatqc
is rather sm allsuch that we can expand the dispersion

offerm ions and the spin-ferm ion vertex to linear order

in the m agnon m om entum . Thislastassum ption isnot

welljusti�ed as the m agnitude ofqc is unknown. No-

tice,however,that expanding upto leading order in qc,

weobtain two equale�ectivem asseswhich areuniversal

and independentofqc. The sm allnessofqc isthen only

needed forthecorrectionsto theseuniversalresultsto be

sm all.

Forfreespin waves,wehave

F (q;
)=
1


� !q + i�
; (12)

where!q = 4JS

q

1� �2q isthespin-wavespectrum .The

m agnon propagatorhasa polein the lowerhalf-planeof


. In this half-plane,the m ean-�eld ferm ionic G reen’s

function G (k;!)= (!� (Evk � �)+ i�sgn!)� 1 isfreefrom

nonanalyticitiessinceE v
k
� � < 0.W e assum e,following

K LR,that the fullG (k;!) is also analytic in the lower

half-planeof
.Then onecan straightforwardly perform

the integration over m agnon frequency in Eq.(11) and

obtain

G
� 1(k;!)= ! � (Evk � �)

�

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k;q)G (k + q;! + ! q): (13)
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W e�rstpresentouranalyticalresultsforthefullG reen’s

function in certain lim iting cases,and then present the

fullnum ericalsolution ofEq.(13).

III.A N A LY T IC A L R ESU LT S

W e obtain the analyticalsolution of Eq.(13) in two

di�erent ranges of !. In Sec.IIIA we �rst solve the

self-consistency equation in the lim it j! � !m axj� �,

where !m ax is the highest frequency at which the full

G reen’s function �rst acquires a �nite im aginary part,

and � = JS(�t=J
p
S)1=3.W eshow thatforj! � !m axj�

� the excitationsare purely incoherentand extend over

a region of� 6�t
p
2S. In Sec.IIIB we then considerthe

case j! � !m axj� �. In this frequency range we �nd

coherentexcitationswhich existup to energiesofO (JS)

down from the m axim alfrequency.

A .Incoherent part ofthe excitation spectrum

W e�rstobservethattheinteraction vertex in Eq.(13)

has an overallscale of(�t
p
S)2, while the quasiparticle

G reen’s function behaves as 1=! at very large frequen-

cies(here,and in thefollowing,weshifted thefrequency

by the m ean-�eld chem icalpotential,� = � �). O bvi-

ously than, for ! � t
p
S, the perturbative expansion

in the spin-ferm ion interaction is convergent, and the

density ofstates (DO S) is exactly equalto zero,as in

the m ean-�eld theory. W hen ! is reduced to the scale

of�t
p
S,the lowest-order self-energy term � �t2S=! be-

com es of the sam e m agnitude as the frequency in the

bare G reen’s function, i.e, the expansion param eter is

O (1).W e show thatin thisfrequency rangethere exists

a criticalvalueof! below which perturbation theory be-

com esnon-convergentand thereappearsa �niteDO S.It

is essentialthatforsm allJ
p
S=�t,the criticalfrequency

isstillm uch largerthan them agnon frequency such that

onecan neglect!q and E
v
k com pared to ! in ther.h.s.of

Eq.(13).Theself-consistency equation then reducesto a

conventionalintegralequation

G
� 1(k;!)= ! �

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k;q� k)G (q;!) (14)

in which the dependence on the externalm om entum is

only presentin the interaction vertex. Furtherm ore,we

assum e that ! � �t
p
S is larger than the totalm agnon

bandwidth,including the incoherentpart. In thissitua-

tion,the integration overq runsoverthe whole M BZ.

Beforewepresentthesolution ofEq.(14),itisinstruc-

tive to consider a sim pli�ed version ofthis equation in

which 	(k;q � k), which is a sm ooth function of the

ferm ionic m om entum ,is just substituted by som e con-

stant� �t2S.Theequation forthefullG (!)then reduces

to

G
� 1(!)= ! � ~�t

2

SG (!); (15)

where ~�t=�t = O (1). Solving this algebraic equation,we

obtain forpositive!

G (!)=
2

! +
p
!2 � !2m ax

; (16)

where !m ax = 2~�t
p
S. W e see that for ! > !m ax,the

G reen’s function is real. This is the frequency range

where perturbation theory isvalid.For! < !m ax,how-

ever,the expression under the square root is negative,

and the solution possessesa �nite im aginary partwhich

givesriseto a �niteDO S.Thetotalwidth oftheDO S is

obviously W = 2!m ax = 4~�t
p
S.

W enow solveEq.(14)with theactual	(k;q� k).W e

introducea new function fk(!)via

G
� 1

k
(!)= ! fk(!

2): (17)

Substituting thisinto Eq.(14),weobtain

fk = 1� �

Z
d2q

4�2fq

"

�
2

q � �
2

k +
�2k + �2q � 2�k�q�q� k

q

1� �2
q� k

#

;

(18)

wherewede�ned � = 32�t2S=!2.

Thegeneralsolution ofEq.(14)can beobtained by ex-

pandingin theeigenfunctionsoftheD 4h sym m etrygroup

ofthe square lattice. The solution is in generalrather

cum bersom ebecausethevertex containsa k� dependent

term in the denom inator. However,it is easy to verify

thattheexpression in thesquarebracketsvanisheswhen

�q� k ! 1. The dom inant contribution to the r.h.s.of

Eq.(14)then com esfrom theregion ofq-spacewhere�q� k
is relatively sm alli.e.,the denom inator is close to one.

Forsim plicity,wejustsetitequaltoone.W ethen obtain

fk = 1� �

Z
d2

4�2fq
�q

h

�q � �k �q� k

i

: (19)

This equation is m uch sim pler to solve because the de-

com position of�q� k into theeigenfunctionsofthesquare

latticeinvolvesonly foureigenfunctions:

�k� q = �k�q + ~�k~�q + ��k��q + �~�k�~�q ; (20)

where

�k =
1

2
(coskx + cosky); ~�k =

1

2
(coskx � cosky);

��k =
1

2
(sinkx + sinky); �~�k =

1

2
(sinkx � sinky): (21)

W e now choose a generalansatz for fk consistent with

Eq.(19)

fk = A + B �
2

k + C �k~�k + D �k��k + E �k�~�k (22)
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and solve this set ofself-consistent algebraic equations

forthe coe�cients. W e found thatthe coe�cientsC;D

and E areequalto zero,whileA and B arethesolutions

oftwo coupled equations

A = 1� 2�

Z
d2q

4�2

�2q

A + B �2q
;

B = 2�

Z
d2q

4�2

�2q

A + B �2q
: (23)

Introducing A = 1� 2�x;B = 2�x and separating real

and im aginary parts ofx by introducing x = x1 + ix2,

weobtain an equivalentsetofequationsforx1 and x2

x1 =

Z
d2q

4�2

�2q

�

1� 2�x1(1� �2q)

�

h

1� 2�x1(1� �2q)

i2
+ 4�2x2

2
(1� �2q)

2

;

x2 =

Z
d2q

4�2

�2q (1� �2q)(2�x2)
h

1� 2�x1(1� �2q)

i2
+ 4�2x2

2
(1� �2q)

2

: (24)

In term sofx1 and x2,thequasiparticleG reen’sfunction

isgiven by

G (k;!)=
1

!

1� 2�x1(1� �2
k
)+ i2�x2(1� �2

k
)

�

1� 2�x1(1� �2
k
)

�2
+ 4�2x2

2
(1� �2

k
)2

:

(25)

O bviously,the spectralfunction and hence the DO S are

�nite when x2 6= 0.

A sim ple analysis ofEq.(24) shows that the solution

with x2 = 0 exists only for j!j > !m ax = 2:97�t
p
2S

(or � < �cr = 0:448). At the criticalpoint,we obtain

x1 = 0:43. For sm aller frequencies Eq.(24) yields a so-

lution with �nite im aginary part,justaswe found with

the toy m odelwith m om entum independent	.The to-

talbandwidth is equalto W = 2!m ax � 6�t
p
2S upto

corrections oforder O (JS) which we neglected. For !

only slightly below !m ax,wehave

x2 �
p
!m ax � ! : (26)

Substituting this into Eq.(25),we obtain that the DO S

behavesnear!m ax as

N (!)�
1

�t
p
S

�
!m ax � !

!m ax

� 1=2

: (27)

The above results are valid only as long as one can

neglect the m agnon dispersion. W e now estim ate the

range ofvalidity ofthis approxim ation. Recallthat in

transform ing Eq.(13)into Eq.(14),weom itted the term

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k;q� k)[G (q;! + !q)� G (q;!)]: (28)

Far from !m ax,we do not expect this term to be rele-

vant.Nearthe m axim um frequency,G (!)� G (!m ax)/

(!m ax � !)1=2, and @G =@! is singular. Substituting

the form ofG from Eq.(25) with x2 from Eq.(26) into

Eq.(28) we �nd that the term we om itted can be ne-

glected when j!m ax � !j � J2S5=2�t=(!m ax � !)2, i.e.,

when j!m ax � !j � � where � = JS(�t=J
p
S)1=3. At

frequenciescloserto !m ax,them agnon dispersion isnot

negligible,and the calculation ofthe spectralfunction

should be done using the fullself-consistency equation

Eq.(13). W e willproceed with this calculation in the

nextsection.

B .C oherent part ofthe excitation spectrum

In thissection,we study the form ofthe quasiparticle

G reen’sfunction closetothetop ofthevalenceband,i.e.,

in the region j!m ax � !j� �.

It is again instructive to consider �rst a toy m odel

with a m om entum independent interaction. Assum e

that typicalvalue ofthe m agnon frequency is ~JS with
~J=J = O (1).W e then haveinstead ofEq.(15)

G
� 1(!)= ! � ~�t

2

SG (! + ~JS): (29)

In the vicinity of!m ax,the solution ofthisequation is

G (!)�
2

!m ax

 

1+

�
2

!m ax

� 1=2
((! � !m ax)

3 + ~�3)1=2

j! � !m axj

!

(30)

where !m ax = 2~�t
p
S + O (~JS)and ~� = ~JS(~�t=~J

p
S)1=3.

W e see that there are two typicalscales introduced by
~J. For j! � !m axj� �,G (!) in Eq.(30) di�ers from

thatin Eq.(16)only by sm allcorrections.ForJS � j! �

!m axj� �,thefrequency dependenceofthefullsolution

isdi�erentfrom thatin Eq.(16),however,G (!)rem ains

approxim ately equalto 2=!m ax.Finally,atj! � !m axj�
~JS,thefullG reen’sfunction begin to increase,and very

near!m ax wehave

G (!)�
~J
p
S

~�t

1

! � !m ax

: (31)

W e see that very near !m ax,the G reen’s function has

a conventionalpole with the residue Z = ~J
p
S=~�t. This

im plies that around !m ax, there should exist coherent

ferm ionicexcitations.

W e now proceed with the solution of the actual

self-consistency equation with a m om entum -dependent

	(k;q� k). Inspired by the solution ofthe toy m odel,

weassum ethatthereexistsa frequency,!m ax forwhich

G � 1(k;!m ax)= 0atsom ek = k0,and which di�ersfrom

thepreviously found onsetfrequency only by an am ount

ofO (JS).W ewillnotbeabletofully verify thisassum p-

tion analytically asitwould requireusto �nd a solution
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ofEq.(13)forallk and ! � !m ax which we cannotdo.

However,we willlaterverify thisassum ption in ournu-

m ericalstudies. W e also assum e and then verify that

k0 = (�=2;�=2),and that near k = k0 and ! = !m ax,

theexcitationsarem ostlycoherent,and thequasiparticle

G reen’sfunction hasthe form

G (k;!)=
Z

! � !m ax + E k � i(! � !m ax)
2�(! � !m ax)

:

(32)

Here Zk is the quasiparticle residue, is the dam ping

coe�cient,�(x) = 1(0) ifx < 0 (x > 0),and the hole

excitation spectrum hasthe form

E k =
(k? � k0)

2

2m ?

+
(kk � k0)

2

2m k

; (33)

wherek? ;kk arethem om enta alongtheboundary ofthe

M BZ and along the zonediagonal,respectively.

In addition,aswediscussed above,weintroducean up-

percuto� qc � 1 in theintegration overthem agnon m o-

m entum ,and restrictwith an expansion ofthe m agnon

energy upto linear order in q. W e recall that physi-

cally,the presence ofthis cuto� reects the experim en-

talfact that the zone-boundary m agnons cease to exist

aswell-de�ned quasiparticlesand thereforee�ectively do

notcontributeto theself-energy ofthevalenceferm ions.

W e willsee that the quasiparticle residue Z scales as

(qc)
� 1=2,butthe e�ectivem assesareindependentofqc.

W enow substitutethecoherentansatzforG (k;!)into

theself-consistency equation Eq.(13).Expandingaround

k0 and !m ax and using thefactthatG
� 1(k0;!m ax)= 0,

we obtain self-consistent solutions for the quasiparticle

residue,thequasiparticlespectrum and thedam ping co-

e�cient.Consider�rstthequasiparticleresidue.Setting

k = k0 and expanding the r.h.s.ofthe self-consistency

equation Eq.(13)to linearorderin !m ax � ! we obtain

1� Z

Z
=

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k 0;q)

Z

(!q + E k0+ q)
2
; (34)

where the integration runs upto qc. Since qc � 1,we

can expand the two term s in the denom inatorto linear

order in q. As !q / q and E k0+ q / q2,the �rst term

isdom inant.Perform ing the integration with only !q in

the denom inator,weobtain

1= Z +

p
2�t2Z 2qc

�J2S
: (35)

In the lim it J
p
S=t � 1,the term linear in Z can be

neglected and we�nd

Z =
J
p
S

�t

�
�
p
2

qc

�1=2
: (36)

W e see thatZ scaleslinearly with J
p
S=tasin ourtoy

m odel. This dependence was also obtained in earlier

studies [2]. It was however noticed in Ref.[3]that the

lineardependence existsonly forvery sm allJ=t. These

authorsargued thatform oderateJ=t,Z � (J=t)1=2.W e

alsofound deviationsfrom thelinearbehavioralreadyfor

m oderately sm allJ=t,however,wedid not�nd a square

rootdependenceforinterm ediateJ=t.A plotofZ versus

J=tispresented in Figs.6 and 7.

Next, we calculate the quasiparticle dam ping coe�-

cient.Forthisweagain setk = k0,neglectE k0+ q com -

pared to !q,butdo notexpand in ! � !m ax. However,

sinceweareinterested in sm alldeviationsfrom !m ax we

can neglect the dam ping term on the r.h.s.ofEq.(13)

com pared to ! � !m ax.Ther.h.s.oftheself-consistency

equation then takesthe form

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k 0;q)

Z

! � !m ax + !q + i�
: (37)

Clearly,for ! > !m ax,the denom inator is positive and

the integraldoes not contain an im aginary part. For

! < !m ax,however,the integrand has a pole at ! =

!m ax � !q. Integrating around the pole, we obtain a

�niteim aginary partwhich in 2D scalesas(! � !m ax)
2.

Afterperform ing the explicitcalculations,weobtain

 =
�t2Z 2

(2S)2J3
: (38)

The sam e resultwasobtained earlierby K ane,Lee and

Read [2]. Note in passing that in contrast to a recent

claim in Ref.[17],we did not�nd a m issing factorof2

in theirform ula. Substituting the expression forZ into

Eq.(38),we �nally obtain

 =
1

4JS

�
p
2

qc
: (39)

Com paring now the dam ping term with the term linear

in frequency,we �nd that the ferm ionic excitations are

weakly dam ped forE k = !m ax � ! � 4JS(qc=�
p
2).For

sm allqc,thiscondition issatis�ed only in a sm allregion

around k0.Forexam ple,forqc =
p
�=2and m � 1 � 4JS,

the ferm ionic excitations are only weakly dam ped for

jk � k0j< 0:75 which constitutes only a sm allfraction

ofthe M BZ.Away from this region,the dam ping term

isdom inant,and the spectralfunction should possessa

broad m axim um around ! = E k rather than a sharp

quasiparticle peak. This is in fullagreem ent with the

data [30,31]which show thatthe spectralfunction m ea-

sured in photoem ission experim ents possesses a clearly

distinguishablequasiparticlepeak only in the vicinity of

k0.

W e now proceed with the calculation ofthe e�ective

m asses. For this we set ! = !m ax and expand in the

m agnon m om entum .W e restrictourselvesto the strong

coupling lim itJ
p
S � �tand neglectthebaredispersion,

which in this lim it is com pletely overshadowed by the

self-energy correction.W e then obtain
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E k

Z
= �

Z
d2q

4�2
	(k 0;q)

�

(

G (!m ax + !q;k+ q)� G (!m ax + !q;k0 + q)

)

�

Z
d2q

4�2

(

	(k;q)� 	(k 0;q)

)

G (!m ax + !q;k0 + q)

�

Z
d2q

2�2

(

	(k;q)� 	(k 0;q)

)

�

(

G (!m ax + !q;k+ q)� G (!m ax + !q;k0 + q):

)

(40)

Expanding thequasiparticleG reen’sfunction,weobtain

G (!m ax + !q;k+ q)� G (!m ax + !q;k0 + q)=

Z
E k0+ q � Ek+ q

(!q + E k0+ q)
2
+ Z

(E k0+ q � Ek+ q)
2

(!q + E k0+ q)
3

+ ::: (41)

where

E k+ q � Ek0+ q =
k2?

2m ?

+
k2
k

2m k

+
k? q?

m ?

+
kkqk

m k

: (42)

The expansion of	(k;q)upto quadratic orderin k and

upto linearorderin q yields

	(k;q)� 	(k 0;q)= 32�t2S

�

( p
2

4
k
2

? q(1�
q2?

q
)� k? q? �

k2
k
q2?

2
p
2q

)

: (43)

Inserting now these expressions into Eq.(40) and using

the resultforthe quasiparticle residue,we �nd thatone

ofthe two contributionsto the �rstterm on the r.h.s.of

Eq.(40) cancels out the E k=Z term on the l.h.s. The

rem aining term s are allproportionalto 	, and there-

foretheenergy scaletdropscom pletely outoftheprob-

lem . The only rem aining scale is given by !q,and the

inversee�ectivem assesarethereforeproportionalto the

spin-wave velocity. Furtherm ore,we found that the in-

tegrals over the m agnon m om entum in the rem aining

term s in Eq.(40) are con�ned to the upper lim it ofthe

q� integration,and allscale asq2c. Therefore,the cuto�

qc also dropsoutofthe problem .Asa result,we obtain

universal,m odel-independentequationsforthe m asses

3

(4JSm ? )
2
�

1

JSm ?

+ 1 = 0 ;

1

(4JSm k)
2
� 1 = 0 : (44)

The second equation yields m � 1

k
= 4JS,while for m ?

we obtain two solutions: m � 1
?

= 4JS or 4

3
JS. W e have

checked thatonly the�rstsolution form ? can becontin-

uously connected with theperturbativesolution atweak

2J

O(t)
2∆

Frequency  ω

N
(ω

) 
(a

rb
 u

ni
ts

)

FIG .4. Theschem aticform oftheD O S athalf-�lling.The

D O S reaches a m axim um at energies � JS,below the gap,

then dropsdown atslightly larger energies,and then gradu-

ally increases and saturates at energies which are � t away

from the gap.

coupling. Then only the �rstsolution isphysically rele-

vant,and we�nally obtain

m k = m ? = (4JS)� 1 : (45)

W eseethatin thelim itqc � 1and forJ
p
S=t� 1when

thebaredispersion can beneglected,thee�ectivem asses

are equal,i.e.,the top ofthe valence band is isotropic.

This result is an intrinsic property ofthe Hubbard (or

t� J)m odelatstrong coupling,independentoftheform

ofthe bare hopping. Note thatthe value ofthe m asses

isexactly thesam easin them ean-�eld theory with t0=

� 0:5J.

W ealso estim ated them agnitudeofthecorrectionsto

this universalresult for the m asses. W e indeed found

thatasqc increases,the dispersion becom es anisotropic

with m ? > m k.Thistrend isconsistentwith theresults

ofother authors who integrated over the fullm agnetic

Brillouin zonein Eq.(13)[3,8,11].Finally,theform ofthe

coherentpartofthe G reen’sfunction in Eq.(32)im plies

that the DO S behaves as (!m ax � !)2 very near !m ax

and reachesthe value

N �
Z

JS
�

1

t
p
S

(46)

at!m ax � ! � JS,which isthe largestscale where this

form isapplicable. Ateven largerfrequencies,the DO S

scalesas

N �
Z

!m ax � !
(47)

and transform s into the fully incoherent DO S given by

Eq.(27) at !m ax � ! � �. This incoherent density of

statesthen gradually increaseswith frequency and satu-

rates at ! � !m ax. These results im ply that the DO S

reaches a m axim um at !m ax � ! � JS, then drops

down atslightly largerfrequencies� �,and then grad-

ually increasesand passesthrough a broad m axim um at

! � !m ax. The behavior ofthe DO S is presented in

Fig.4. This behavioris in agreem entwith the num eri-

calresultswhich also �nd a strong coherentpeak in the

DO S at !m ax � ! � J on top ofa sm ooth incoherent

background [47].
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C .V ertex corrections

Finally, we consider the e�ect of vertex corrections.

W ealready found in Sec.IIthatthesecorrectionsdo not

introduce any new scale,but at the sam e tim e they do

notpossessa factorof1=S and thereforecan only bene-

glected due to a num ericalsm allness. To estim ate the

m agnitude ofthe vertex renorm alization,we com puted

the lowest-ordervertex correction shown in Fig.2 with

thefullquasiparticleG reen’sfunctionsfrom Eq.(32).W e

followed thesam ecom putationalstepsasbefore,i.e.,ex-

panded to linear order in the m agnon m om entum and

integrated upto qc. Perform ing these calculations, we

obtain that at sm allexternalm om enta the fullvertex

hasthe sam efunctionalform asthebareoneand di�ers

from itby a factor(1+ �)where

� =

 p
2�t2Z 2qc

2�J2S

! 2

I (48)

and

I =

Z 1

0

dx

Z 1

0

dy
xy

(x + y)2
= (log2� 0:5)� 0:2 : (49)

Substituting Eq.(36)forZ into Eq.(48),we obtain that

the term in bracketsisequalto unity,i.e.,� = I � 0:2.

W e see that the leading vertex correction accounts for

only a 20% renorm alization ofthe bare vertex. W e did

not explicitly com pute higher-order vertex corrections,

but our estim ates show that they are likely to be pro-

gressively sm aller. W e therefore estim ate that our ana-

lyticaland num ericalresultsforthe dispersion obtained

withoutvertex correctionsarevalid with an accuracy of

about20% .

IV .N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

W e now proceed with the discussion of the fullnu-

m ericalsolution ofthe self-consistency equation for the

quasiparticleG reen’sfunction.

Asin the previoussection,webegin by considering in

Sec.IV A thefrequency rangej! � !m axj� �,in which

the spectrum is com pletely incoherent. In Sec.IV B we

then considerfrequenciescloseto !m ax forwhich weob-

tain coherent excitations on the scale of O (JS). W e

presentthe resultsforthe dispersion ofa single hole for

di�erentvaluesofJ=tand t0=t,aswellasdi�erentcuto�s

qc. For com parison with earlier studies we also present

theresultsforthecasewhen them agnonsareconsidered

asfreeparticles.

W e willdem onstrate thatfort0 = 0,one recoverstwo

equale�ective m assesonly forvery large t=J. However,

after including a nearest-neighbor hopping t0 = � 0:5J,

weobtain two roughly equalm assesforallvaluesoft=J.

In this situation,the only e�ect ofthe decrease ofJ=t

N
(ω

) 
(a

rb
. u

ni
ts

)

(ω+∆) ( in units of t)

J / t = 0.4 

J / t = 0.0007 
J / t = 0.007 

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

-5 0 5

FIG .5. The incoherent part ofthe hole excitation spec-

trum for severalvalues ofJ=t (solid line J=t = 0:4,dashed

line J=t= 0:007 and dotted linesJ=t= 0:0007).

is the transfer ofthe spectralweightfrom the coherent

to the incoherent part ofthe dispersion. Furtherm ore,

for the experim entally relevant case J=t= 0:4,we �nd

m � 1 � (4JS)� 1.ForS = 1=2 thisyieldsm � 1 � (2J)� 1,

which isthesam evaluethatwasobtained in thephotoe-

m ission experim entson Sr2C uO 2C l2.

A .Incoherent part ofthe excitation spectrum

Aswediscussedin Sec.IIIA,forj!� !m axj� �wecan

neglectthem agnon dispersion on ther.h.sofEq.(11)and

consideran integralequation only in m om entum space.

Following thesam eargum entwealso neglected thebare

ferm ionic dispersion in Sec. IIIA. For our num erical

studies,however,we kept the bare ferm ionic dispersion

in orderto illustrate how the DO S evolveswith J=t. In

Fig.5wepresentforseveralvaluesofJ=ttheDO S result-

ing from the num ericalsolution ofEq.(14)for S = 1=2

and t0 = 0. W e see that for interm ediate J=t = 0:4

(solid line),the DO S is asym m etric around ! = 0 with

the density shifted towards negative frequencies. This

indicatesthatthe contribution from the bare dispersion

which by itselfyieldsa �nite DO S only fornegative! is

notnegligible. W ith decreasing J=tthe asym m etry be-

com esweaker,untilitbasically vanishesforJ=t= 0:007.

This result is expected since in the lim it J=t ! 0 the

bare dispersion becom es irrelevant, and we should re-

cover a sym m etric DO S.W e also found that the total

bandwidth only weakly depends on J=t and is roughly

equalto W = 6:6t.Thisvalueisonly slightly largerthan

W = 6twhich weobtained analytically in Sec.IIIA.

B .C oherent part ofthe excitation spectrum

In orderto solve Eq.(11)forthe fullG reen’sfunction

we use a discrete m esh in frequency and in k� space.
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magnon integration over 1/4 of  the MBZ
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FIG .6. Z asa function ofJ=t.The dotted and solid lines

are the plots ofEqs.(35) and (36),respectively. The dashed

line isouranalyticalresultwith subleading correctionsin qc.

The �lled diam ands are our num ericalresults. The integra-

tion overm agnon m om enta isrestricted to 1=4 ofthe M BZ.

W e assum e that near the top ofthe valence band the

quasiparticleG reen’sfunction hasthe form presented in

Eq.(32) and obtain the onset frequency !m ax and the

holedispersion E k from the conditions

G
� 1(k = k0;! = !m ax)= 0 ;

G
� 1(k;! = !m ax)= E k=Z : (50)

Toobtain thequasiparticleresidue,wecom puteG � 1(k =

k0;!)and use the relation

Z =
�!

G � 1(k;!m ax + �!)� G � 1(k;!m ax)
; (51)

where �! is a sm allshift from the m axim alfrequency.

The dispersion extracted from Eq.(50)is form ally valid

only in the vicinity ofk0. At larger distances from k0,

E k doesnotnecessary coincide with the position ofthe

m axim um in thespectralfunction dueto a strong quasi-

particledam ping.In ournum ericalprocedureforsolving

theself-consistency equation,werelatetheG reen’sfunc-

tion ata given frequency ! to the G reen’s functions at

larger ! + !q,and progressively com pute G at sm aller

and sm aller!.Using thism ethod,wecannotobtain the

im aginary partofthefullG reen’sfunction and therefore

are unable to com pare E k extracted from Eq.(50) with

the position ofthe m axim um in the spectralfunction.

W e just assum e without proofthat at leastnot too far

from k0,E k and the peak position roughly coincide.

W e �rst present in Figs.6 and 7 our results for the

quasiparticle residue at k = k0 = (�=2;�=2)as a func-

tion ofJ=t. W e havechosen two valuesofqc:a sm aller

oneqc =
p
2�=16 and a largeroneforwhich theintegra-

tion overthem agnonm om entarunsover1=4oftheM BZ.

Z
(k

=
π/

2)

  J  S / t

num. result

anal. with corr.

anal. w/o  corr.

qc=  2 π/16

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3

FIG .7. The sam e asin Fig.6 forqc = 2
1=2

�=16.

The squaresin these �guresrepresentournum ericalre-

sults,the dotted line isouranalyticalform ula,Eq.(36),

obtained to leading orderin qc,and the dashed line in-

corporatessubleading correctionsin qc. W e see thatfor

sm aller qc, the agreem ent between the num ericaldata

and theresultsto leading orderin qc israthergood.For

larger qc,subleading corrections are m ore relevant. In

both cases,however,thequasiparticleresidueissubstan-

tially reduced from its value Z = 1 for free ferm ions

already for m oderate J=t. W e also see that the linear

dependence existsonly forvery sm allJ=t(see linear�t

in Fig.6).

In Fig.8 we present the results for the ratio ofthe

m asses as a function oft=J for t0 = 0 and t0 = � 0:5J,

respectively. In both cases, the integration over the

m agnon m om entarunsover1=4oftheM BZ.W eseethat

forboth valuesoft0,the ratio ofthe m assesapproaches

onein thelim itt=J ! 1 .Thisisin fullagreem entwith

our analyticalresults. W e also see, however,that for

t0= 0,one needsvery large,unphysicalvaluesoft=J to

recoverthe lim iting behavior. Fort0 = � 0:5J,the ratio

ofthe m asses is equalto one already at the m ean-�eld

level,and ourresultsdem onstratethattheratio rem ains

roughly equalto one for allvalues oft=J including the

experim entally relevantt=J = 2:5.In orderto seetheef-

fectoftheJ=tratioon thewholeferm ionicdispersion,we

presentthe resultsforE (k)fort0 = 0 and two di�erent

valuesofJ=tin Fig.9.W eclearlyseethatthevariationof

J=tm ainly a�ectsthe dispersion around (0;�). The ex-

citation energy in thisregion increaseswith t=J,i.e.,the

dip in thedispersion becom esdeeper,which im m ediately

leads to a decrease in the ratio ofthe e�ective m asses.

Atthesam etim e,theoverallbandwidth only slightly in-

creaseswith decreasing J=t. In Fig.10 we com pare the

resultsforthe ferm ionic dispersion forJ=t= 0:4 and for

two valuesoft0;t0= 0 and t0= � 0:4J (herethe m agnon

integration runs over1=4 ofthe M BZ).W e see thatfor
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magnon integration over 1/4 of the MBZ
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FIG .8. The ratio ofthe e�ective m asses m ? and m k as

a function of t=J for (a) t0 = 0 and (b) t0 = � 0:5J. The

integration over the m agnon m om enta runs over 1=4 ofthe

M BZ.

t0 = 0,the dispersion is rather anisotropic and incon-

sistentwith the experim entaldata [30,31]. O n the con-

trary,fort0= � 0:4J,notonly them assesareequal,but

also the energiesat(0;0)and (0;�)are nearly equalto

each other,and thebandwidth forcoherentexcitationsis

about3J.Allthreeoftheseresultsarein fullagreem ent

with the data [30,31].W e also found thatthe energy at

(0;�=2)isabouthalfofthatat(0;0)which agreeswith

the m ost recentdata by LaRosa etal[31]. The results

for t0 = � 0:5J are sim ilar to those for t0 = � 0:4J and

are presented in Fig.11. In this �gure we com pare the

dispersion fort0= � 0:5J fortwo di�erentrangesofinte-

gration overthe m agnon m om entum .W e see thatwhile

the integration over1=4 ofthe M BZ yieldsa dispersion

roughlyconsistentwith thedata,theintegration overthe

fullM BZ yieldsahighlyanisotropicdispersion.However,

onecan increaset0even furtherand reducetheenergy at

(0;�) thus m aking the dispersion near (�=2;�=2) m ore

isotropiceven forthe integration overthe fullM BZ.W e

illustratethisin Fig.12 wherewepresenttheresultsfor

the ferm ionicdispersion fort0= � J and forthe integra-

E
 (

k)
 (

in
 u

ni
ts

 o
f J

)

(0,0) (π/2,π/2) (π,0) (0,0)
k

µ

J / t = 0.3 

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

0

1

J / t = 0.4 

FIG .9. The ferm ionic dispersions for t
0
= 0:0 and two

di�erent values for J=t (solid line J=t = 0:4, dotted line

J=t = 0:3). The m agnon integration is restricted to 1=4 of

the M BZ.
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FIG .10. The ferm ionic dispersions for J=t = 0:4 and

two di�erent values for t
0 (solid line t

0 = 0:0, dotted line

t
0
= � 0:4J). The m agnon integration is restricted to 1=4 of

the M BZ.

tion overthefullM BZ.W esee,however,thattheoverall

bandwidth is stilllarger than in the experim ents. W e

therefore conclude that ifthe integration over m agnon

m om entum runs overthe fullM BZ (which im plies that

m agnonsare treated asfree particles),the dispersion is

inconsistentwith the data forallreasonablevaluesoft0.

In thissituation,toaccountforthedataonehastoadjust

the hopping to even furtherneighbors.

Forcom pleteness,wealsopresentseveralresultsforthe

integration overthe fullM BZ in the conventionalt� J

m odelwithoutthe three-cite term . Thiscorrespondsto

neglecting the bare ferm ionic dispersion in Eq.(11). In

Fig.13 we present the results for the excitation energy

fort0 = 0 and J=t= 0:4. Thisform ofthe dispersion is

in very good agreem entwith the resultsofearlierstud-

ies [3,8,11]. As in previous studies,we found that the

e�ectivem assalong thezonediagonalisroughly 7 tim es

sm allerthan the m assalong the boundary ofthe M BZ.
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FIG .12. The ferm ionic dispersions for J=t = 0:4 and

t
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= � J. The integration over m agnon m om enta extends

overthe fullM BZ.

In Fig.14 wepresentthe resultsforthe evolution ofthe

dispersion with t0. W e see that as t0 increases,the ef-

fective m ass along (0;�) direction gets sm aller. How-

ever,a ratherlargejt0jisneeded to reproducetwo equal

m asses. M oreover,for equalm asses,the overallband-

width isabouttwotim essm allerthan in theexperim ents.

W eseeagain thatwithoutrestrictingtheintegration over

m agnon m om entum ,one needs to add and to �ne tune

the hopping param etersto even furtherneighborsto re-

producethe experim entaldata.

V .SU M M A R Y

W enow sum m arizetheresultsofourstudies.W econ-

sidered in this paper the dispersion ofa single hole in-

jected into a quantum antiferrom agnet. W e applied a

spin-density-waveform alism extended tolargenum berof
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FIG .13. The ferm ionic dispersion in the t� J m odelfor

J=t= 0:4 and t
0
= 0.The integration overm agnon m om enta

runsoverthe fullM BZ.

orbitalsn = 2S,and obtainedan integralequation forthe

fullquasiparticle G reen’s function in the self-consistent

\non-crossing" Born approxim ation. At S = 1 , the

m ean-�eld theory is exact. At �nite S,we found that

the self-energy correction to the m ean-�eld form ula for

G (k;!) scales as �t=J
p
S,and for large �t=J,relevant to

experim ents,is sm allonly in the unphysicallim it ofa

very large spin. W e found that for �t=J
p
S � 1, the

bareferm ionicdispersion iscom pletely overshadowed by

the self-energy corrections. In this case,the quasiparti-

cle G reen’sfunction containsa broad incoherentcontin-

uum which extends overa frequency range of� 6t. In

addition,there exists a narrow region ofwidth O (JS)

below thetop ofthevalenceband,wheretheexcitations

are m ostly coherent,though with a sm allquasiparticle

residue Z � J
p
S=�t. The top of the valence band is

located at(�=2;�=2).

W e found that the form ofthe ferm ionic dispersion,

and, in particular, the ratio of the e�ective m asses

near(�=2;�=2)strongly depend on the assum ptionsone

m akesforthe form ofthe m agnon propagator. Forfree

m agnons,the integration over m agnon m om enta in the

self-energy runs over the whole M BZ.In this case,we

found,in agreem entwith earlierstudies,thatthedisper-

sion around (�=2;�=2)isanisotropicwith am uch sm aller

m assalong the zone diagonal. This resultholdseven if

the baredispersion containsa sizablet0 term .

W e,however,arguedin thepaperthatthetwo-m agnon

Ram an scattering [23]as wellas neutron scattering ex-

perim ents [36]strongly suggestthatthe zone boundary

m agnonsarenotfreeparticlessinceasubstantialportion

oftheirspectralweightistransform ed into an incoherent

background. M ost probably,this transform ation is due

toastrongm agnon-phononinteraction.In thissituation,

onlym agnonswith sm allm om enta,forwhich theinterac-
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tion with phononsisnecessary sm all,actually contribute

to theself-energy.W em odeled thise�ectby introducing

a cuto� qc in theintegration overm agnon m om enta.W e

found analytically thatforsm allqc,the strong coupling

solution for the G reen’s function is universal,and both

ofthee�ectivem assesareequalto (4JS)� 1.W efurther

studied num erically the shape ofthe dispersion for in-

term ediate J=tand found thatfort0 � � 0:5J the ratio

ofthe m assesrem ainsroughly equalto one forbasically

allvaluesofJ=t.Thisparticularvalue fort0 isobtained

from a com parison ofthe low energy excitations in the

underlying three-band m odeland the e�ective one-band

Hubbard m odel[34]. W e com puted the fullferm ionic

dispersion for J=t= 0:4 relevant for Sr2C uO 2C l2,and

t0= � 0:4J and found thatnotonly the m assesareboth

equalto (2J)� 1,butalso theenergiesat(0;0)and (0;�)

are equal,the energy at(0;�=2)isabouthalfofthatat

(0;0),and the bandwidth forthe coherentexcitationsis

around 3J.Alloftheseresultsarein fullagreem entwith

the experim entaldata by LaRosa etal[31]and also by

W ellsetal[30](exceptfora slightly sm allerbandwidth

and larger energy at (0;�)) Finally, we com puted the

dam ping ofthecoherentferm ionicexcitationsand found

thatitissm allonly in anarrow rangearound (�=2;�=2).

Away from thevicinity of(�=2;�=2),theexcitationsare

overdam ped,and thespectralfunction possessesa broad

m axim um ratherthan a sharp quasiparticle peak. This

last feature was also reported in the photoem ission ex-

perim ents.

O ne ofthe goalsofthe presentpaper wasto dem on-

strate that the experim entaldata for Sr2C uO 2C l2 can

be described without introducing a spin-charge separa-

tion. In this respect,we predict that the data should

notchange m uch ifthe experim ents are perform ed well

below Tc though som eanisotropy ofthe m assesispossi-

ble because the spin dam ping decreaseswith decreasing

T and hence qc should becom e larger. This prediction

is contrary to the one derived from a m odelwith spin-

chargeseparation [33].In thislastcase,itwassuggested

thatthe m inim alm odelwith t0= 0 already accountsfor

the key experim entalfeatures,and that wellbelow Tc,

spinonsand holonsarecon�ned such thatoneshould re-

covera strong anisotropy ofthe m asses,sim ilarto that

in Fig.13

A �nalrem ark.Though the pointofdepartureofour

analysis is very di�erent from the one in the scenario

based on spin-charge separation [33],in m any respects

there existsa striking sim ilarity between the resultsob-

tained in both approaches.First,we found thatthe ex-

citations are m ostly incoherent,and the bandwidth of

incoherentexcitationsisseveralt. Second,we obtained

thatthedispersingexcitationsobservedin photoem ission

m easurem entsexistsupto an energy scalewhich isgiven

by J ratherthan by t. Both ofthese results are in full

agreem entwith the resultsobtained by Laughlin in the

fram ework ofspin-chargeseparation.However,contrary

to Laughlin,wedid �nd a conventionalFerm i-liquid pole

in G (k;!)near(�=2;�=2). The quasiparticle residue of

the coherentexcitations is sm allin the strong coupling

lim itand vanisheswhen J=t! 0.In view oftheseresults,

wesuspectthatspinonsand holonsareactually con�ned

even abovetheNeeltem perature,butthecon�nem entis

weak near(�=2;�=2)and disappearswhen J=t! 0. A

detailed study ofthiscon�nem entisclearly called for.
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