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Angle-resolved photoem ission spectra arecalculated m icroscopically forthetwo-dim ensionalattrac-

tive Hubbard m odel. A system ofself-consistent T-m atrix equationsare solved num erically in the

real-tim e dom ain.The single-particle spectralfunction hasa two-peak structureresulting from the

presenseofbound states.Thespectralfunction issuppressed atthechem icalpotential,leading to a

pseudogap-like behavior.Athigh tem peraturesand densitiesthe pseudogap dim inishesand �nally

disappears;these �ndingsare sim ilarto experim entalobservationsforthe cuprates.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,74.20.M n

Real-spacepairing[1]isthesim plestphysicalideathat
enables one to explain the pseudogap phenom enon ob-
served for the norm alstate ofhigh-Tc superconductors
(HTSC)[2{13].Atlow tem peraturesand densitiescarri-
ers are paired in weakly overlapping bound states sep-
arated from the single-particle band by a binding en-
ergy ofthe orderofa few hundred degrees. The chem -
icalpotentialis located between the two bands thereby
reducing the intensity ofthe low-energy single-particle
(photoem ission,speci� c heat,tunneling),spin (suscepti-
bility,nuclearrelaxation rate),and particle-hole(optical
conductivity) processes. At tem peratures ofthe order
ofthe binding energy,carriersbecom e unbound and re-
store the Ferm i-liquid behavior. The layered structure
ofthe cupratessupports the scenario,since reduced di-
m ensionality favorspairing.Also,thephenom enology of
a charged Bosegascan be quite successfully used in the
explanation ofa num berofnorm aland superconducting
propertiesofHTSC [1,14,15].
Itisthereforeim portantto study m odelsystem swith

pairing,such asthetwo-dim ensionalattractiveHubbard
m odel. The sim plicity ofthe m odelallowsone to sepa-
rate the nete� ectofthe attractive interaction from the
com plicationsrelated to theorigin ofthepairing m echa-
nism and to the com plicated dependence ofthe e� ective
potentialon m icroscopicparam eters.O nesuccessfulap-
plication oftheattractiveHubbard m odelto thephysics
ofcuprates is due to Randeria and co-workers [16,17].
Using the Q uantum M onte Carlo m ethod, they found
a signi� cant reduction ofstatic spin susceptibility and
nuclearrelaxation rateatlow tem peraturesand interm e-
diate couplings. Recently,Vilk etal.[18]found a pseu-
dogap in thespectralfunction oftheattractiveHubbard
m odelusingM onteCarlosim ulationsand them axim um -
extropy technique.Thus,itwasdem onstrated thatreal-
spacepairing can accountforsom eunusualpropertiesof
HTSC.
The self-consistent T-m atrix approxim ation [19{21]

provides another m ethod for studying dynam ic proper-
ties ofthe attractive Hubbard m odel. This approach is
based on the low-density approxim ation to ferm ion sys-
tem s due to G alitskii[22],which becom es exact in the
lim itofvanishing density.However,theresulting system
ofself-consistentintegralequationsisnoteasy to solve.
Analyticaltreatm entisverydi� cult,although itissom e-
tim es attem pted [23,24]. The fullnum ericalsolution of
theequationsisrequired.In thepreviousnum ericalstud-
ies ofthe problem [25,26]the equations were solved in
im aginary tim esand resultswerethen continued num er-
ically to realtim es.In thesepapersrelatively sm allcou-
plings were studied and pseudogap features were found
only atlargem om enta.
In our previous paper [27] we form ulated and

solved num erically the T-m atrix equations for the two-
dim ensional attractive Hubbard m odel for real tim es,
thereby avoiding the necessity for analyticalcontinua-
tion.There,wefocused on two-particleproperties| pri-
m arily on thebinding energy ofpairsand itsdependence
on the particle density. In this paper we would like to
discusssingle-particledynam ics,in particularthesingle-
particle spectral function which is directly related to
angle-resolved photoem ission spectra (ARPES).W e� nd
a clearpseudogap behaviorofthe ARPES atsm allm o-
m enta k,low densitiesn,and low tem peraturesT.W ith
increasing n and T,the pseudogap disappears,in accor-
dance with experim entalobservations for the cuprates
[28].
The two-dim ensionalattractiveHubbard m odelisde-

� ned by the Ham iltonian

H =
X

k�
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(1)

written in standard notation."k = � 2t(coskx + cosky)
is the bare single-particle spectrum ,jU jis the coupling
strength,and N isthetotalnum berofsitesin thesystem .
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Thechem icalpotential� determ inestheaverageparticle
density n. W e regard Eq. (1) as a phenom enological
m odelforthe low-density system ofholes in the norm al
stateofHTSC.
In the low-density lim it n � 1,one can m ake use of

thesm allgasparam eterand selectonly ladderdiagram s
in adiagram m aticrepresentation oftheT-m atrix[20,21],
which leadsto the expression

T(q;!)=
� jU j

1� jU j

Z
d!1

2�

B (q;!1)

! � !1
+ i

jU j

2
B (q;!)

; (2)

where
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N

X
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Z
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2�
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0
;!� !1)tanh
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2
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(3)

whereA(k;!)isthesingle-particlespectralfunction and
� = (kB T)� 1 is the inverse absolute tem perature. The
realand im aginary partsoftheself-energy �0and �00are
expressed via T = T 0+ iT 00 asfollows:

�0(k;!)=
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N

X
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(4)

�00(k;!)=
1

N

X

q

Z
d!1

2�
A(q � k;!1)�

� T
00(q;! + !1)[fF (!1)+ fB (! + !1)]; (5)

where fF;B (!)= [exp(�!)� 1]� 1 are Ferm i-and Bose-
functions respectively. Finally, the self-energy deter-
m inesthe spectralfunction as

A(k;!)=
� 2�00(k;!)

[! � ("k � �)� �0(k;!)]2 + [�00(k;!)]2
: (6)

Theintegralswith singularkernelsin Eqs.(2)and (4)are
understood in theprincipal-valuesense.Thesetofequa-
tions (2)-(6) is to be solved self-consistently for given
jU j, �, and tem perature T; then the particle density
is given by n = 2N � 1

P

k

R
d!

2�
A(k;!)fF (!). Usually,

a self-consistentsolution isobtained iteratively,starting
from aguessedform ofA(k;!)and usingthefast-Fourier-
transform algorithm to calculate m om entum -frequency
sum s[25,26]. In ourcalculationswe used a 64� 64 lat-
tice and a uniform m esh of512 points in the frequency
interval� 20t< ! < 30t. The convergenceofthe itera-
tive processisthe m ajorproblem ofthe m ethod,which
puts lim itations on the values ofm odelparam eters for

which a self-consistent solution can be obtained. The
convergence deterioratesforlarge jU jand n and low T.
The physically interesting values ofjU jstart at � 6t,
when thebinding energy ofthepairsisoftheorderoft.
In thiswork,jU j= 8tisused. Forthiscoupling,itera-
tions converge down to T = 0:3tfor very low densities
n < 0:03,and up to n � 0:20 for a high tem perature
T = 1:0t.
O nce a self-consistentsolution is obtained,the inten-

sity ofthe photoem ission processissim ply

I(k;!)= I0(k)A(k;!)fF (!); (7)

whereI0(k)involvestheelectron-photon m atrix elem ent,
and is frequency-independent. Eq. (7) is approxim ate,
for a discussion ofits validity see,e.g.,[29]. In the fol-
lowing we setI0(k)= 1.
In analysing the num ericalresultsto be presented be-

low, it is useful to keep in m ind the exactly solvable
atom iclim it(t= 0)ofthe Hubbard m odel:

1

2�
A(k;!)=

n

2
�(! + � + jU j)+

�

1�
n

2

�

�(! + �); (8)

from which thefollowing propertiesareinferred.(i)The
spectralfunction hastheform oftwo peakswith weights
n

2
and 1 � n

2
(which are very di� erent ifn � 1). (ii)

Thetwopeaksareseparated by thebindingenergy ofthe
pairs(which isjU jin theatom iclim it).(iii)Atzerotem -

perature,� = �
jU j

2
,and in Eq. (7) the Ferm i-function

elim inates the second peak of A(k;!). The resulting

intensity I(k;!) is a single peak located jU j

2
below the

chem icalpotential. The system would therefore display
a \pseudogap" (a true gap in thiscase)ofsize jU j

2
. (iv)

Athighertem peratures,the Ferm i-function issm oothed
out giving rise to the second peak at a higher energy
and weakening the� rstone,so theform erm ightbecom e
strongerthan the latter.
In thegeneralcaseof� nitet=jU j,non-zero kineticen-

ergy leads to a num ber ofnew e� ects. It reduces the
binding energy,i.e. the interpeak distance,and assigns
� nitewidthstothepeaksofA(k;!).Next,itrestoresthe
k-dependenceofA(k;!)and I(k;!).Finally,dueto the
� niteradiiofpairsand theirovelapping,thebinding en-
ergy becom esdensity-dependent[27]. However,ournu-
m ericalresultsshow thatproperties(i)-(iv)listed above
rem ain valid even at � nite t=jU j. M oreover,we believe
they aregenericto any ferm ion m odelwith attraction in
the low-density lim it.
In Fig. 1 we show the solution ofEqs. (2)-(7) for

the lowest density n = 0:017 and T = 0:3t. I(k;!)
displays a com plicated k-and !-dependence which can
be understood as follows. A particle with m om entum
k can be found in two distinctly di� erentstates: either
in a state ofthe single-particle band with an extended
wavefunction orasa com ponentofa bound statewith a
localized wavefunction.Thetwo possibilitiesgiveriseto

2
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FIG .1. The intensity ofARPES I(k;!)= A(k;!)fF (!)

for density n = 0:017, tem perature T = 0:3t, and several

m om enta k = m (�
8
;
�

8
), m = 0;1;2; and 3 (from the top

curve down).

A(k;!),which consistsoftwopeaksseparatedbythepair
bindingenergy 4 E = 2:1t(forjU j= 8t).M ultiplication
by the Ferm i-function cuts o� the high-energy (single-
particleband)peak,which dependson theenergy ofthe
latter and the tem perature. For k = (0;0) in Fig. 1
thehigh-energy peak isreduced in heightsigni� cantly |
to that ofthe low-energy peak,but not to zero. Note
thatafterthecut-o� ,thepeak isslightly shifted from its
originalposition. The position ofthe high-energy peak
disperses with k as does the bare specrum "k,and,as
k increases,the peak getscuto� by the Ferm i-function
veryrapidly(com parethecasesforthedi� erentm om enta
k in Fig. 1 for ! > 0). Let us now turn to the low-
energy peak. The probability of� nding a particle with
m om entum k in a bound stateisthesquareofthebound
state’swave function. Forzero totalm om entum P ,one
has

 P = (0;0)(k)=
C

E � 2"(k)
; (9)

whereC isthenorm alization constantand E theenergy
ofthebound statem easured from thebareatom iclevel.
The relative height oflow-energy peaks in Fig. 1 is in
good agreem entwith j (k)j2 for E = 2"(0;0)� 4 E =
� 10:1t.Thiscorroboratesthe bound-state origin ofthe
low energy peaks in A(k;!) and I(k;!). Thus,on the
basisofFig.1,weconcludethatARPES oftheattractive
Hubbard m odelexhibit a clear pseudogap behaviour at
low tem peraturesand densities.Them om entum and fre-
quency dependencesofthe spectra have sim ple physical
explanations.
The tem perature dependence ofI(k;!)forn = 0:017

-6.0 -4.0 -2.0 0.0 2.0 4.0
ω/t
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ω
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T=0.3 t

T=0.4 t

T=0.5 t

FIG .2. The tem perature dependence ofI(k;!)for den-

sity n = 0:017 and m om entum k = (0;0).

and k = (0;0)is shown in Fig. 2. There are two m ain
e� ects as tem perature increases. First,weightis trans-
ferred from the low-energy peak to the high-energy one.
Thisisdue to the progressivetherm alexcitation ofpar-
ticlesto the single-particle band and consequentweaker
in
 uenceofthebound stateson thesingle-particlespec-
tralfunction. Secondly, the whole structure m oves to
higherenergiesrelativeto the chem icalpotential.These
two e� ects lead to the rapid suppression ofthe pseudo-
gap as tem perature increases. Note that the distance
between thetwopeaksisT-independentand rem ainsap-
proxim ately thepairbinding energy (slightly reduced by
the cuto� ),in accordancewith the atom iclim it.
Fig. 3 presentsthe density dependence ofI(k;!) for

T = 0:5tand k = (0;0). Clearly,the pseudogap disap-
pearsasn increases.W e have already argued elsewhere
[27]that this is a result ofthe rise ofthe two-particle
leveldue to the packing e� ectwhen pairsbegin to over-
lap. (Intuitive argum entsofthiskind were given earlier
in [16].) Since the binding energy decreaseswith n,the
tem peraturebecom esprogressively m oree� ective in un-
bounding pairs,washing away the pseudogap.
It is quite rem arkable that such a sim ple system as

theattractiveHubbard m odeland such com plex system s
ashigh-Tc superconductorshave very sim ilardynam ical
properties.Theyboth displaypseudogapsatlow tem per-
aturesand carrierdensities,which disappearasT and n
increase.Thissuggeststheconclusion thatthecarriersin
HTSC do experiencesom esortofshort-rangeattraction.
HTSC therefore exhibit properties which are generic to
ferm ionicsystem swith attractionand which arecaptured
in ourm odelcalculations.
O necould now proceed in elaborating them odelwhile

trying to keep the properties obtained intact. Further
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FIG .3. The density dependence ofI(k;!) for tem pera-

ture T = 0:5tand m om entum k = (0;0).

insight into the problem can be gained by considering
theoppositelim itofnearly com plete� lling 2� n � 1.In
thiscase,Eq.(1)m ay be viewed asa phenom enological
m odelforelectrons ratherthan holes. (To som e extent,
thenearlyfully � lled band im itatesthenearly� lled lower
Hubbard band when theCoulom b repulsion istaken into
account. Unfortunately, this analogy is not com plete,
due to di� erenttem perature behaviourof�;seebelow.)
The quantity I(k;!) ofEq. (7) has now the m eaning
ofthe num berofelectronsem itted from the system per
tim eunit,which bringsthewholem odelcloserto reality.
There is no need to recalculate the spectra,since on a
bipartite lattice the dilute and nearly � lled lim its are
related by the particle-hole transform ation,which leads
to the relation

A(k;!;n)fF (!)= A(k + Q ;� !;2� n)[1� fF (� !)];

(10)

where Q = (�;�) forthe square lattice. Due to the in-
version oftheoccupation num bers,itisnow thepairing-
induced peak that gets cut o� by Ferm i-function. The
inversion ofthefrequency placestherem aining peak be-
low the chem icalpotential. The resulting ARPES are
shown in Fig. 4. They are com plem entary to the spec-
tra ofFig.1.Clearly,pseudogap ispresent,becausethe
spectrum with the largestm om entum k = (�;�)isstill
peaked farbelow the chem icalpotential.
The overallpicture looks very m uch like spectra ofa

weakly-interacting system butshifted from � by halfof
the pairbinding energy.W e em phasizethatpairsthem -
selvesarenotseen explicitlyin thespectra,sincethepair-
induced peak ofA(k;!) has been cut o� by the Ferm i-
function. Nevertheless,the pairs are present im plicitly,

-4.0 -3.0 -2.0 -1.0 0.0 1.0
ω/t

∆E
2

m=16

m=15

m=14

m=13

m=12

FIG .4. I(k;!)forthe nearly com plete �lling n = 1:983,

tem perature T = 0:3t,and severalm om enta k = m (�

16
;
�

16
).

m anifesting them selves in the shift ofthe chem icalpo-
tential.Thisobservation isim portantforunderstanding
the ARPES ofHTSC.
W e do not present tem perature and density depen-

dences ofI(k;!) for the nearly � lled case,for they are
com plem entary to Figs.2 and 3,respectively.Thepseu-
dogap now vanisheswith decreasing electron density (in-
creasing hole doping),in accordance with Fig. 3. The
tem perature dependence is,however,di� erent from the
dilute lim it. At nearly full� lling,the chem icalpoten-
tialgoesup,with tem peratureand thedistancebetween
� and the single-particle band increases. Therefore,the
pseudogap isexpected to risewith T in thiscase.To ob-
tain the correcttem perature behaviourone would need
to considerthedensity regim ecloseto half-� lling,which
isoutside the range ofvalidity ofthe T-m atrix approxi-
m ation.
In conclusion,wehaveshown thatphotoem ission spec-

tra ofthe attractive Hubbard m odelin the low-density
lim it display a clear pseudogap behavior,qualitatively
sim ilarto thatofhigh-Tc superconductors.O ur� ndings
support the suggestion that the pseudogap feature ob-
served in HTSC results from real-space pairing and the
form ation ofbound pairsin the norm alstate.
W ethank E.G .K lep� sh forvaluablediscussionson the

subject.PEK acknowledgesthesupportofEPSRC grant
G R/L40113.
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