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System atic num erical study of spin—charge separation in one dim ension
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The problem of spin-charge separation is analyzed num erically in the m etallic phase of the oneband
Hubbard m odel n one din ension by studying the behavior of the singleparticle G reen’s fiinction
and of the spin and charge susceptibilities. W e st analyze the Q uantum -M onte Carlo data for
the In agihary-tin e G reen’s function w ithin the M axin um Entropy m ethod in order to obtain the
spectral function at real frequencies. For som e valies of the m om entum su clently away from the

Ferm isurface two separate peaks are found, which can be identi ed as charge and spin excitations.
In order to In prove our accuracy and to be able to extend our study to a larger portion of the
Brillbuin zone, we also t our data with the im aghary-tin e G reen’s function obtained from the
Luttingerm odel solution w ith two di erent velocities as tting param eters. T he excitation energies
associated with these velocities tum out to agree, n a broad range of m om enta, with the ones
calculated from the charge and spin susceptibilities. This allow s us to identify these singleparticle
excitations as due to a separation of spin and charge. Rem arkably, the range of m om enta where
soin-charge separation is seen extends well beyond the region of linear dispersion about the Femn i
surface. W e nally discuss a possble extension of our m ethod to detect spin-charge separation

num erically in two dim ensions.

PACS numbers: 7110Pm, 7115-m, 7110Fd, 7110H £

I. NTRODUCTION

Onedin ensional (ID) interacting fermm ion system s
show a number of anom alous properties which cannot
be understood in the fram ew ork of the Ferm i-liquid the—
ory of nom almetals. In particular, their m om entum
distrbbution and density of states are In sharp contrast
w ith Fermm ilioquid theory for energies and m om enta close
to the Fem i surface. In general, 1D system s can be de—
scribed by an e ective low -energy theory based on the
exactly solvable Luttingerm odelw ith suitably renom al-
ized param gters and are thus referred to as Luttinger lig-
uids @L)#® One of the most striking features of the
Luttinger m odel is the com plete separation of spin and
charge degrees of freedom which m anifests itself in the
splitting of the singleparticle spectral function in two
peaks corresponding to gpip.and charge excitations pro—
pagating independently #182 A nother i portant charac—
teristic of the Luttingerm odel is the presence of pow er—
law behavior with interaction-dependent exponents for
various correlation fiinctions.

Beside itsapplication to 1-D system s, LL theory hasre—
ceived particular attention in the past years in the fram e~
work of the theory ofhigh-T . superconductors. T he nor-
m al phase of the high-T. Cu0O,; plnes shows in fact a
num ber of anom alous properties which can be possbly
understood, if one assum es that the GuQ, planes are in
a kind of two-din ensional LL state? %3 m particular,
i has been suggested that spin-charge separation could
be present also In the CuO , planes and that it plays an
essential role In theg way particles are allowed to tunnel
between the planest3

N um ericalm ethods have been proven to be crucial for
the theoretical understanding of m odels describing the
Cu0 , planes, since electron correlation is rather strong in
these system s and perturbative m ethods are necessarily
lim ited. Spin-charge separation is predicted exactly for
the Luttinger m odel : an ideal exactly-solvable m odel.
Tt is thus In portant to test num erically to what extent
soin-charge separation can occur in a one-din ensional
physical m odel. M oreover, in order to prove the theo—
ries m entioned above, it would be im portant to check
w hether som e two-dim ensionalm odels exist, which dis-
play soin-charge separation. Recently, there have been
severalattem pts to detect spin-charge separation in one-
but also In two-dipensionalmodels. In the U = 1 1-
D Hubbard m odet} soin-charge separation occurs n a
naturalway at allenergies (@nd not only at low energies
like expected in a ,LL) due to the exact factorization of
the wave function 24 I a num erical work Jagh et alt¥
have observed the propagation In real tin e of a sinhgle—
electron wave packet created at a timnet= 0 in a 1D
Hubbard m odel. T his wave packet splits up In two exci-
tations propagating w ith di erent velocities that can be
associated with charge apd spin. In a work by W . O .
P uttika and collaborator8 the possbility of spin-charge
separation in the 2D t J model has been signald by
the presence of two distinct characteristic wave vectors
for the spin and charge degrees of firedom . Exact di-
agonalization ofthe 1D t Jm odel? have evidenced
the presence of two peaks In the singleparticle spectral
function whose positions scale w ith t and J, respectively,
and have thus been identi ed wih charge and soin ex—
citations. In another st:udyﬂq tw o peaks have been de-
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tected in the sihgleparticle spectral function of a 1D
t J modelw ih corresponding peaks in the charge and
sodn susceptibilities. These two peaks can be seen, how -
ever, only for the m om enta which are inm ediately next
to the Ferm im om entum and thus they cannot be asso—
ciated w ith a digpersive spinon and holon band. F nally,
K in and cow orkerstd have detected tw o dispersive bands
fork < kp na 1D t J model close to half Iling.
T his is not surprising, since spin-charge separation is in
fact quite natural to expect when one hole is added be-
yond half Iling. The added hole decom poses indeed In
a spinless holk and a spip m isalignm ent w hich propagate
with di erent velocities2? N everthelkss, the interesting
result of that work is that the photoen ission spectrum
ofSrCu0 ,, also show Ing tw o dispersive bands, is rem ark-
ably well reproduced by the num erical resuts.

In this work, we present a system atic Q uantum —
M onte€ arlo study of spin-charge separation away from
half 1ling, where Luttingerliquid theory is expected to
hold, n the whol Brillouin zone BZ). The nontrivial
prediction of Luttinger-liquid theory is, In fact, that soin—
charge separation occurs in them etallic phase, where the
band dispersion is linear. Spin-charge sgparation at half

1ling, as studied In the m odelofR ef. :_L-%', is, In our opin—
jon, ofa di erent nature, since in the insulating phase the
holon dispersion is quadratic instead of Iinear. O fcourse,
In the case ofRef.:_l-gi it was necessary to ram ain in the
Insulating phase, since the physical system in study was
half- Iled.

For som e values of them om entum k we are able to see
two peaks In the singleparticle spectral function which
correspond to the soin and charge excitations. H ow ever,
due to the lm ited resolution of the M axin um E ntropy
m ethod , i is hot possble to resolve the two peaks In
m ost ofthe B Z 24 Forthis reason, in the rest ofthe BZ we
work with the In aghary-tin e G reen’s function G k; )
which is obtained directly from Q uantum -M onteC arlo
data w ithout the need of analytic continuation. T hishas
the advantage that one does not need to Introduce a fur-
ther source of error produced by the analytic continua—
tion to realfrequencies. Speci cally, we perform a nonlin-—
ear ? tofG (k; )by usingthe solution ofthe Luttinger
modelc®™ ) k; ¥ with two vebcities vi, v, and a

V1 5v2 K
nom alization constant c as tting param etersiour t
yields a nite value ofthe di erence v, v; larger than
the statistical error in a large portion of the B rillouin
zone. M oreover, the tted values of the corresponding
excitation energieswv; k kg ) and v k ky ) coincide,
w ithin the statistical error, w ith the soin and charge ex—
citations, respectively, calculated independently via the
associated susogptibilities. Tk is rem arkable that this be-
haviorextendswellbeyond the region of linear dispersion
around kr where Luttinger liquid behavior is expected.
O urpaper is organized as ollow s. In Sec. :_II, we Intro—
duce them odel, and we show the resulsofthe Q uantum —
M onte-€ arlo sin ulation and analytic continuation to real
frequencies by m eans of the M axin um E ntropy m ethod.

In Sec. -'_]ii, we discuss and show the results of our t of
the In aginary-tin e G reen’s function w ith the resul from

the Luttinger m odel. F inally we draw our conclusions in
Sec. -'_I\[:

II.QUANTUM M ONTE-CARLO SIMULATION

W e oconsider the 1D -Hubbard m odel wih periodic
boundary conditions described by the follow ing Ham ik
tonian:
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where G, are annihilation (creation) operators for an

electron at site i with spin  and n; = ci’ ¢, - The
energy scale t ofthem odelw illbe set to unity in the rest
of the paper.

The sinulations were carried out with- the grand-
canonical Quantum M onte< arlo m ethod?321 on a 64—
site Jattice with inverse tem perature kﬁ = = 20,
Hubbard repulsion U = 4 and an electron density of
i 0:{75. The sinulations yield the one- and two—
particle G reen’s finctions at discrete In aginary tines

wih O W e used a discretization of
the im agihary-time axis = 0:0625 The spectra
(one-particle photoem ission spectrum , charge—and spin—
susceptibilities) were then obtained by analytically con—
tinuing the in aghary-tin e results to realfrequencies by
m eans of the M axin um -E ntropy m ethod?42%ed .
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FIG .1. Density plt of the charge susceptibility @ !)

as obtained by the analytic continuation of the Quan-

tum -M onte-C arlo charge-charge correlation function w ith the
M axin um -E ntropy m ethod. T he grayscale corresponds to the
valueof (g;!) (darker regions correspond to larger values of

(@;!)) and the dots w ith errorbars show the peak position
w ith their uncertainty. The lnear t (straight line) for sm all
g yields the charge velocity v as Indicated In the upper kft
comer.

Fjgures-'}' and g show a density plot of the charge—
and spin susceptibilities and , respectively. The
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FIG .2. D ensity plot ofthe stn susceptibility (; ! ) wih
the sam e conventions as Fig. i The linear t (straight line)
yields the spin velocity v .
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grayscale gives a m easure for the valuie of _ (g;!) as
a function of m om entum transfer g and excitation en—
ergy !. The dispersion relation for spin— and charge—
excitations is de ned by themaxina of . which are
Indicated by dotsw ith errorbarsin the gure. A linear t
of these m axin a near g= 0 yields the soin—and charge—
veloctties v = 1:170 0074 and v = 2050 0093
which agree very well-(w ithin the statistical error) w ith
BetheAnsatz result£9 or the i nite lattice and zero
tem perature.

However, it is not su cient to have two di erent ve-
locities (or, equivalently, energy dispersions) for the two—
particle spin and charge m odes in order to conclude that
the system show s spin-charge separation. In fact, in a
Fem i liquid there are sopin and charge exciations that
originate from. collective m odes and do not destroy the
quasipartick??. The quasipartickes thus rem ain well-
de ned and do not split Into a charge and a soin excita—
tion as it occurs n a Luttinger liquid. O n the otherhand,
In a Luttinger liquid (or in spin-charge separated system
In general) a particle incted at a certain point x decays
Into a spinon and a holon propagating w ith di erent ve-
Jocities. T he separation ofthe tw o excitations could then
be detected by m eans ofa \diagnostic operator" m easur—
Ing the tin e dependence of spin and charge at a given
pointy araway from x. In the case of spin-charge sepa—
ration, this diagnostic operator would then m easure two
di erent passing tin es for the charge and soin perturba—
tions of the infcted particle. True soin-charge separa—
tion In the sense ofthe Luttinger m odel should be thus
denti ed wih di erent energy dispersions in the spin
and charge susceptibilities associated w ith corresponding
Iow -lying excitations in the singlepartick spectrum  2&-

T Fig.d weplot this single-particle spectrum A ;! )2d
In the whole Brillouin zone. C lose to the Ferm im om en—
tum the band digpersion is approximn ately linear, which
Justi es the m apping to the Luttinger m odel. H ow ever,
the spectrum becom es broader when going away from
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FIG . 3. Density plot of the smkgle—pan:c]e photoem ission
spectrum A (k;!) wih the sam e conventions as Fig. E
is seen that the dispersion around the Fem ienergy (dotted
line) is linear over a broad m om entum range thus Justify—
ing our Luttinger-liquid ansatz for the single-particle G reen’s
finction.

the Fem i surface. This phenom enon has two reasons:
First, the resolution of the m axim um -entropy m ethod
getsworse at higher energies, due to the exponential ker-
nelin the spectraltheorem , and second, according to Lut—
tinger liquid theory, the singl peak starts to split Into
tw o peaks representing the soin— and charge-excitations
propagating w ith di erent velocities. H ow ever, fork very
close to kg these two peaks, which should be separated
by an energy (v» wvi)k kr),arestilltoo close together
for the M aximum Entropy m ethod to distinguish them .
On the other hand, at larger values of k  kr ) the ex—
citation energies are too high and the m axin um entropy
m ethod becom es kess reliable asexplained above. In both
these cases the two peaks m erge Into a singlke broader
peak and spin-charge separation isnot detectable. T here
are, how ever, som e favorable interm ediate k-pointsw here
spin-charge separation is directly detectab]e in the single—
particle spectral function. In gure 4 dwe show the spec—
tral function for one of these favorabl points. Here k
is neither too close nor too far from the Ferm i surface
and the m axim um -entropy m ethod (w ithout using any
prior know kdge) yields two wellseparated peaks. T heir
positions are consistent w ith the soin and charge exci-
tation energies (ndicated by two dots with horizontal
errorbars) calculated independently from the spoin- and
charge-velocities (! - = kv - ). Previously, it was
not possible to resolve spin-charge separation in the one—
partick spectrum 24 m ainly because they were carried out
In a Jow doping regim e (mni close to 1) where the di gr=
ence of spin—and chargevelociies is relatively sm all 24
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FIG . 4. Singleparticke photoem ission spectrum A (k;!)

(in arbitrary units) for k kr = 455;. The dots
w ith horizontal errorbars indicate the position of spin— and
chargeexcitations calculated by ! - = (k kr)v .- wih
v - obtamhed from F igs. :_]: and :gi For this k-point close to
the Fermm im om entum the M axim um -Entropy m ethod is able
to resolve two separate peaks in the spectral finction which
can be identi ed as the spinon and holon excitation, respec—
tively.

IIT.FIT OF THE M AGINARY-TIM E GREEN'S
FUNCTION

In order to carry out a system atic study of soin-charge
separation i is in portant to detect soin and charge ex—
citations over the whole BZ, or at least in an extended
region around the Fem isurface. H ow ever, due to the ad—
ditional rather large error introduced by the M axin um
E ntropy analytic continuation m ethod to the Q uantum —
M onte€ arlo data, this tums out to be very di cult for
m any k points, aswe have discussed above. For this rea—
son, we work directly with the data for the im aginary—
time G reen’s function G k; ). In the asym ptotic lim it
( > 1) and clbse to the Ferm i surface @+ ky ) this func—
tion should approach the G reen’s function of the Lut—
tinger m odel for right-m oving ferm ions, i. e.
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where ¢ is a nom alization constant2é and kr the Femm i
mom entum . T herefore, in order to identify the soin and
charge excitations directly in the G reen’s function, we
carry out a nonlinear ° t ofour data BrGk; ) to

M) k; ). The tparam etersare the Fgo velocities

V1V K
vy and v, , and the nom alization constant c 2% Dyeto the
statistical error In the Q uantum -M onte€ arlo data, we

get statisticalerrors v 1, vy,and cfortheparam eters

vi, V2, and ¢, respectively. The splitting of the single—
particle m ode into tw o excitations is thus detected when
the di erencebetw een the tw o velocities is Jargerthan the
statisticalerror. Furthem ore, n order to m ake sure that
the tw 0 excitations coincide w ith the spin and the charge
m odesonehasto com parev; and v, w ith the velocitiesv

and v calculated independently via the susogptibilities.
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FIG.5.
function G (k;
Q uantum M onteC arlo data.

Logarithm ic plot of the in aginary-tin e G reen’s
yvs wihk=k + 9=64, as cbtained from

However, in order to carry out this t one should not
use the data from the whole interval 00 for
the ©llow ng reasons. First of all the Hubbard m odel
and the Luttingerm odelG reen’s fiinction should coincide
only asym ptotically. For this reason, we choose 190.
M oreover, the Interval =2 is equivalent to the
one =2 0 so that we can om it the form er. Tn ad-
dition, as can be seen n Fig. L_'5 the Iog of the iIn aghhary-—
tin e G reen’s is quite sharply de ned up to 590. For

> 590, large (relative) errors start to develop due to the
an all value of the G reen’s function in these points. For
this reason, we choose to carry out our t only for the
data In the ntervall:0 50 In order to select the
Jess \noisy" data. In order to check that our resuls do
not depend on this choice, we also carry out the t for
the data in the interval1:0 =2 =100 Fig.i1).
This tums out to be quite sin ilar to the rst one F i.
-r_é) except for larger statistical errors. In F ig. :_é we show
the resul ofour twith theT = 0 G reen’s function [ G_Z)
with ()] for several values of g = (k kg ). The ver
ticalblack lines show the value of the spinon and holon
excitation energies "1 (@@ w1 (@ gand 2@ V2@ 9
respectively, obtained from the tw ith the singleparticle
G reen’s function Eg. A sone can see, we obtain a clear sep—
aration of the two m odes for aln ost all the g points. In
addition, the velocities are slightly g-dependent as ex-—
pected from a curved band. To check that these m odes
correspond to soin and charge degrees of freedom , weplot
In the same gure the dispersions calculated from the



peaks ofthe corresponding susceptibilities. T he w idth of
the gray regions indicate the peak positions w ithin their
uncertainty. A s one can see, the dispersions obtained in
the two ways coincide w ithin the statistical error. W e
nd i rem arkable that, even at k-points far from kr,
the t wih the Luttihgerliguid G reen’s function is In
agream ent w ith the two-particle response, although the
digpersion isno longer linear. Tt thus seem sthat spin and
charge separation survives even at higher energies.
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FIG. 6. Spin and charge dispersions "; and "; vs

q= k kr (errorbars without and wih central dot, re—
spectively) as obtained from the 2 t of the Quan-
tum -M onteC arlo data for the Im agihary-tin e G reen’s func—
tion w ith the Luttinger liquid G reen’s function [ rQ‘:) w ith é)].
The Luttinger liquid G reen’s function is taken at zero tem —
perature and w ith correlation exponent K = 1. The tis
carried out for the data in the tine interval 1:0 50.
For com parison, we also show the dispersions obtained from

the peak positions (W ith corresponding uncertainty) of the
soin (dark gray) and of the charge (light gray) dispersions
C fr. Figs. .L(_i and :!:) .

In Fig. % we used the sinplkst ©om of @), namely,
the one wih K = 1:0. This is not, in principle, the
correct valie ofthe correlation exponentK when U 6 0.
Actually, one could use K  asa further parameterto t
the data or, altematively, use the result from the Bethe-
Ansatz so]utjongq . Ttumsout, how ever, that an attem pt
to tK yildsan errorofthe orderof0:5, which m eans
that K cannot be detem ined by our t. It also tums
out that the result of the t does not depend crucially
on the value of K we are using. Indeed, as one can see
from Fig. :_8, wherewe show the resultsofthe tobtained
w ith the BetheAnsatz value K = 0:7 the resuls ofthe

t do not di er appreciably from the ones in Fig. '§ For
this reason, the non-interacting value K = 1:0 can be
safely used. This is in portant, because in thisway i is
possible to test the occurrence of spin-charge separation
even w ithout know ing w hether the system hasanom alous
scaling K 6 1) ornot. This could be useful In cases
w here the anom alousexponentm ay be not know n a priori
and m ay be di cult to evaluate. In this case, one can
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FIG.7. SameasFi. E except that the t is carrded out

for the data in the tin e intervall:0 100.
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FIG.8. SameasF@.’éexoeptthatthe t is carrded out
w ith the Luttinger liquid G reen’s function [g)wjth g)]with
correlation exponent K = 0:7.

assum e a form of the tting function without spectral
anomaly (1. e, K = 1), but sinply wih a branch cut
due to spin-charge segparation. This could be usefiil, for
exam ple, to test spin-charge separation in 2-D aswe shall
discuss below .

Since the Quantum -M onteC arlo sin ulations are car-
ried out at nite tem perature = 1=kg T) = 20, we
also perform our t wih the Luttinger m odel G reen’s
function atthesametemperatureG‘fff,z)_K &k; ; = 20),
which hasthe same om as ) with (@) replaced w ith

Gom i ®i i) @
S

[

X
vy 51 7 ; Gv, K ; 7 7

) = ©)



COS("' )2 e iarg (tanh %+ itan ~) .

i — cosh (x)?
In Fi. :9, we show the t performed with the more
com plicated nietem perature ( = 20) G reen’s func-
tion (5) A sone can see, the resuls are not appreciably
di erent from the ones of F ig. d which m eans that the
tem perature of our sin ulation is low enough and we can
safely tourresultswih the T = 0 G reen’s function.
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FIG.9. SameasFi. léexoeptthatthe t is carried out

w ith the Luttinger liquid G reen’s function [ (2) w ith E‘x) w ith
nite tem perature ( = 20) and correlation exponentK = 1.

F inally, to check that the two di erent velocitiesv; and
v, obtained arenot an artifactofour t,wecarryouta t
of the non-interacting G reen’s finction G© (k; ) w ith
the function ('gi) assum Ing arti cially the sam e statistical
errorsasthe ones cbtained in the Q uantum -M onte-€ arlo
sinulation. As one can see in Fig. 10, in this case the
soin and charge velocities obtained are equalw ithin the
statistical error, as it should be.
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FIG.10. E“itoftheU = 0 In agihary-tin e G reen’s function
wih Eqg. @). T he straight line shows ! = w gwhere vv is
the Fem ivelocity ofthe U = 0 system .

A notherm otivation ofthiswork wasto test a \diagnos—
tic operator" that can be applied to detect num erically
the occurrence of spin and charge separation in a m any—
body system from Quantum -M onteCarlo data. If one
uses exact diagonalization, where the spectral function
of the system can be evaluated directly, i is of course
not necessary to tthe In aginary-tin e G reen’s function.
H owever, we believe that the system s that can be stud-
ied by exact diagonalization (10-16 sites) are too small
to allow for a system atic study of spin-charge separa—
tion (exoept for a very high value ofthe m om entum , lke
in Ref. :15 T he Fourder transform (in m om entum and
In aghary-frequency space) of the spin-charge separated
G reen’s function Eqg. (::J") with K = 1 reads

~ 1
o kil /P - NG
TS TR )
where " k) = vk kr) and ", k) = v,k ke ) rep-

resent the soin and charge excitations (m easured from

the chem icalpotential) in which the s:ing]e—paﬁjc]e exci-
tation is split. T he sam e form ova1 VZ,K k;!) could be
expected to hold asym ptotically, ie. for an all frequen—
cies and close to the Femm isurface, in higher din ensions.
C lose to the Fem i surface, one will have a direction—
dependent dispersion "; k) = K krp) v(k) where
v kg ) isthe Fem ivelocity ofthe point at the Ferm isur-
face ky closest to k. Spin-charge separation would be
signaled by two di erent, direction-dependent "; (k) and
", k) ora given k.

IV.CONCLUSION S

To sum m arize, w e carried out a test of spin-charge sep—
aration in the 1-D Hubbard model at nie doping. It
is in generaldi cult to resolve the peaks corresponding
to the soin and charge excitations in the single-particle
spectral function due to the loss of accuracy which oc—
curs when analytically continuing the im agihary-time
Quantum -M onteC arlo results to real frequencies. For
som e values ofthem om entum close to the Ferm isurface,
however, we were able to resolve two peaks whose ener—
gies correspond to the peaksat thesameg= k kp In
the spin and charge susceptibilities, respectively.

By tting the Quantum-M onte€arlo data for the
In aghary-tin e G reen’s function w ith the exact solution
from the Luttingerm odelw ith the soin and charge veloci-
tiesas tting param eters, we havebeen able to resolve the
tw o excitations over the whole B rillouin zone. The two
excitation energies found in the t agree, within statis-
tical error, w ith the spin and charge excitations, respec—
tively, identi ed with the peaks of the spin and charge
susceptibilities. R em arkably, this occurs also away from
the region where the band dispersion is linear. W e also
suggested a possible extension of this \diagnostic opera—
tor" to test a possible occurrence of spin-charge separa—
tion In two dim ensions.
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