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Abstract. The modified Kondo—Heisenberg model for highoxide superconductors and the
Kondo-Heisenberg model are analysed by the composite-operator expansion method. We study
the effects of short-range antiferromagnetic correlations on the density of states and related band
dispersion near the Fermi level when the Heisenberg insulator is doped. A set of self-consistent
equations for fermionic correlation functions are solved by a numerical calculation. It turns
out that the next-to-nearest-neighbour copper spin—spin correlations on extended lattice clusters
can be used to predict the width of the band crossing the Fermi level in the same experimental
range. Results are compared with previous calculations and a detailed discussion is given on
the approximations implemented.

1. Introduction

High-T, oxide superconductors have very peculiar properties [1] at the insulator—metal
transition (IMT).

One way to investigate the IMT is by doping an antiferromagnetic spin background
with a finite density of holes. Hole motion into a Heisenberg antiferromagnet is a long-
standing stimulating problem [2-14]. Most interest, in the past, has been ir-fhenodel
[2-5, 13, 14] analysed by spin-wave expansions [2, 13, 14], the slave-fermion Schwinger
boson representation for Green functions [3, 4], and a string picture [5] for a variational
wave function with the aim of achieving an understanding of the low-energy spectrum for
Mott—Hubbard gap systems. Kondo—Heisenberg models have been derived [6-8] for charge-
transfer gap models at the spin-fermion weak-coupling [6] and strong-coupling [7, 8] limits,
and analysed by exact diagonalization [9], the projection operator method [10], and the
composite-operator method [8, 11, 12]. Since the beginning, the first kind of approximation
has been to consider the one-hole or at most the two-hole motion in the spin background
[9, 10, 4], but just in the last few years calculations have been performed for finite-density
hole motion into the spin-fluctuating background [3, 6—8, 11-14] at finite temperature.

On the other hand, frustration models [15-17] for spin—spin correlations have been
introduced to provide the first theoretical picture of the phase diagram [15] for Thigh-
superconductors. On the grounds of these models, it has been pointed out [15, 16] that
spin-frustration mechanisms may lie behind the new phenomena. Moreover, it has also been
stressed [18] that antiferromagnetic correlations up to second-order spin—spin correlations
are needed even in the normal phase. Complicated configurations have been analysed
for magnetic interactions [2-10, 13-16, 18-20], but up to now not beyond the strictly
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inner CuQ cluster correlations. Here, we show that, at second order of spin correlations,
frustration turns out to be an important tool for estimating band-structure details of the
models involved.

Recently, it has been shown [19, 20] that the p—d or Emery model [21] describes very
well the main electronic excitations exhibited by the density of states (DOS) using two
similar but different approaches: the projection operator method [19] and the composite-
operator expansion method [20]. It is worth noting that in the two approaches almost the
same collective excitations have been chosen to form the reduced Hilbert space for the
operator expansion, and that slight differences do not affect the qualitative features of the
results. However, neither calculation can predict the bandwidtW,( of the p band of
singlet characterW;), which at moderate doping crosses the Fermi level, or the expected
gualitative variation of the bandwidth W, with short-range spin fluctuations:d doping.

In [19] it is suggested thah W, does not reduce to the experimental value [22] because
short-range antiferromagnetic correlations are not taken into account up to the right order
of magnitude, while in [20] it has been pointed out that the p—d mixing induces a triplet
DOS transfer to thé¥,-band that is too strong at the first-order level of the calculation.

In this paper we go a step further by concentrating on higher-order antiferromagnetic
spin—spin correlations in the composite-operator expansion method [23, 20, 24, 12] for
the following two models. To contain the amount of calculation and to study in detail
the spin content of the p—d charge-transfer gap model, we consider its modified Kondo—
Heisenberg (MKH) [8] spin-effective model version, for finite-density hole motion into the
spin background at finite temperature. To understand the effect of the extended spin—spin
interaction of Kondo type on a lattice cluster with respect to the standard on-site one on
the spectral density of states (DOS) and the related band dispersion, we compare the MKH
results to those given by the Kondo—Heisenberg (KH) model obtained from the MKH by
restricting the interaction between the localized copper spin and the oxygen conduction
electron spin to the on-site fixed Cu one only. We obtain the right tendené&y¥af with
doping, the prediction of the bandwidth in the experimental range and, most importantly,
an explanation for the spin-frustration mechanism that is at the heart of the results. A short
communication on the present results has been reported in [11], stressing the spin effect at
the first order of spin—spin correlations also present in the p—d model [20].

In the next section, we write down the effective MKH Hamiltonian derived from the
p—d mixing model on the CuOplane, and the special case of the KH model. The electron
propagators are obtained by use of the retarded Green’s function in a compact form. In
section 3, a self-consistent numerical calculation is performed to obtain the DOS and the
momentum dependence of the band dispersion energies including the Van Hove singularity.
The results and a discussion of the systematic changes of the DOS at the IMT that occur
on doping will be presented for the two models. Finally, section 4 is devoted to concluding
remarks.

2. MKH and KH models

We consider the MKH model derived in [8] from the p—d mixing model on the £pi@ne
in the U — oo limit:

. . : 1
H = /dx |:epp'p —tp'L—a(=iV))p + Jkl’;cfpyn—i- élﬂn“ ni| (2.1)

where p is for the oxygen electrom = dfad is for copper spin fluctuations and
py(x) = y(=iV)p(x) (2.22)
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n*(x) = a(—iV)n(x) (2.20)
with

ﬂm2=§¥<h;>+$¥<@;) (2.37)

a(k) = %(cos(kxa) + cogkya)) (2.3)

andy (k) =1— a(k).

In the Hamiltonian (2.1) and hereafter, we use the spinor notatjoris defined on
the p unit cluster identified in (243 by half of the unit lattice stem and « on the d
unit cluster identified in (22 by the whole unit lattice step. The clusters (overlapping
of unit clusters) are extended over many lattice unit lengths. The KH model is simply
given by y = 1 because the p—d interaction is only given wte p hole moves on the
d site. ¢, is the p-level energy/, ~ r ~ 0.6 eV andJ ~ 0.025 eV are good estimates
from phenomenological values [6—10] wherés related to the p—d energy transfgr(see
appendix A), and/x andJy = 4J are respectively the Kondo and Heisenberg couplings.

The U — oo limit of the Emery model is the main approximation of the calculation.

It ensures that the collective excitations for describing the DOS are strongly determined by
the level transitions given in close proximity to the Fermi level. A detailed derivation of
this approximation is given in appendix A where also the correspondence between p—d and
MKH parameters is given.

The MKH model and related versions have been thoroughly discussed by several authors
[6-10]. Equation (2.1) is slightly different from the Hamiltonian derived in [8] because of
the restriction that only the p—d bonding orbital combination is considered. This is because
we are interested in the interaction between the Cu-electron localized spin and the p-hole
itinerant spin on thextendedtlusters, and the energy scales involved show how strong the
itinerant character of the system is with respect to the antiferromagnetic local nature of the
insulator limit given by the Heisenberg term [6—10]. Also we know [19, 20] that the d band
is almost unchanged by hole doping and spin—spin correlations; therefore, in this paper, we
concentrate on investigating, in much more detail, the conduction p band close to the Fermi
level (see appendix A).

The analytical method that we follow is the composite-operator expansion method
pioneered in [23] and then improved in [20, 24, 12]. A summary of the method is given in
appendix B.

We chose the following reduced Hilbert space (RHS) basis for composite operators in
the MKH model:

'~|-'1) _ <PV> 2.4q
(LIJZ Ps (2.49)
where we use the notation

Ps =0Opyn (24b)

which represents the conduction p electron dressed by copper spin fluctuatienEod.
The equations of motion fap-fields are

.0 .
2 Py () = (&) = Dpy () +1p7(0) + iy (=) ps (x)

.0
l EPS(X) = 6Jipy (x) + (6, =t + 2J1) ps(x) + topy(x)n (2.5)

1
+ 2Jx (apy )k — 2k0pf,‘(x)n> +2Jop,(x)l
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where the high-order composite operators are

li = ieijkn;‘nk
i = p,0iPy (2.6)
ki = l€;jkCing.

The operatoi; carries information on high-order Cu—Cu cluster spin correlationsgithe
operator is proportional to the oxygen hole number; &nrd for the conduction hole dressed
by spin fluctuations.

The normalization matrix is defined by

(I (k) = FT{W, @), ¥ (@)}) 2.7)
and therefore
1—ix O
~(t9 2) oo

where({...) indicates the thermal average and

Iy = 3+ da, — 3rngyu (2.9)

with a; = (pspj/) andny, = %(nn"‘). The parametek is present to select out, from now
on, the KH model when. = 0.
Any correlation function related to physical observables is calculated using the

generalized retarded Green function or retarded propagator defined by

1
wl (k) — (m(k) + dm(w, k))

FT(RY, ()] (7)) = <I(k> I(k)) (2.108)
nl

or
1
S(w, k) = (w—E(w,k))I(k)>n,' (2.10)

In a mean-field approximation we impo&e (w, k) = 0 which restricts the dispersion energy
of the band to being onlk-dependent:E = E(k). This is the second approximation that
we consider (see the conclusions in section 4).

The energy matrixg is given by

Eopo = mool&)l =€+ t(l—a)
Eo = mo, It = (1 — )

Eyo = msO[(;ol = Jilys (211)
Eg = msslszl
and the mass matrix by
_ (moo mOs) (2.12)
mso Mgy

where

.0
(m(k))n = FT<{I 3, (@), lIJlT(y)}>- (2.13)
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It is related to the generalized self-ener§yby m = X1 (for details see appendix B).
Explicitly the mass matrix elements are

moo = [€, — 1 (1 — a)]Ioo

mos = Jiloolss

mso = Moy

My = (Ep —t+ 2Jk)lss + t{4a; + 3”600{ - 3)\,”60(12} (214)

3
— 47, {(3a + 2a,) + A [8n60(4+ ) +4a — 8Cpnaassoz“

4 3
+ 4J <3n60 + -ala— ZC,,,wa_m> + zl)nnbooc

where a;; = 2a, + 3a with a = (p,,p;) the p-hole density in the GO cluster and
ag = (psp;f) the p-hole—d-spin correlation; moreover, we haye= (p®p!), a/, = (pf;‘pi)
for high-order p-hole—d-spin intersite (dashed) correlatiorjg, = (%nn“) for nearest-
neighbour d-spin correlation, anfj, = (%n“n“) for next-to-nearest-neighbour d-spin
correlations.

Here, the coefficienC,,, is related to high-order fermionic mean fields given by [12]

3, 3 -
Cpna = Z‘T””oop = Z‘Tssm(l’ypy)”z n).

We expand the higher-order composite operatory in terms of the operator basis (2.2) of
the RHS by following the approximation of appendix A restricted to contributions around
the Fermi level:

Pyni = apnaPy + bpnaPs. (2.15)

The expansion coefficients are determined by thermal average normalization of
anticommutators:

Appna = <{Pyn?(, P)T/}> =0

o 1
bpna = ({Py”?‘s p;})lml = écpnaal

and by explicit calculation of{p, n, pl'}) we have

4
Cpna = 3IS;1 |:”60 + éa;a — Angoa:| . (2.16)

Finally, we have from (2.15)

, 1 1
((Pyp;)”?‘nl) = <<3Cpnualps)(pyn?)> = écpnaass'

The higher-order mean-fieldyypj/ngn,) can be decomposed in the Pauli matrices basis as

. 1 i
(py Py = S (Bm (W (py Pl 11) = 04 (cqnifn)}

where (c,n¢n;) is a chiral state which is neglected because of the assumption of a para-
magnetic ground state.

Observe that we can also write the equations of motion in terms of the energy
coefficients:

0 _ [ Eoo  Eos
IattlJ(x)—<Es0 E)LIJ (2.17)
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In this way we see that the new states are given by energy level mixing amorgre
states. By writing the determinant of ttfematrix explicitly, we identify two poles given
by the following two energy eigenvalues:

1
Ei(k) = > {Ess + Eoo £ v/ (Ess — Eg0)? + 4EosEs0} (k) (2.18)

and therefore the dispersion energies of the two bands related to thedmposite
guasiparticlesgenerated by the overlapping excitation modes from the fundamental fields
p, and p,. Finally, we have for the propagators

E+ — ESS 1 E— - Ess l
S+ =l -
Py py E,—-E_w—-FE, Ef—E_ w—-E_
E 1 1
S = log——2 - (219)
Pspy E.—E_ |wo—E, w—E_

E+—E_(,()—E+ E+—E_Cl)—E_
and any fermionic correlation function is calculated from the self-consistent integral equation

=

, |:E+—E00 1 E_ —Eyp 1 ]
Ds Ps S8

1
(ll—'LUU = @ / dow Uq;qﬁ(w)(l— fr(®)) (2.20m)
where
Q 2 1
O‘Wﬁ(a)) = w / d k <_7T> |m Swﬁ(ﬂ), k) (22&))

is the spectral function andr(w) is the Fermi distribution function.

To select the KH model we only need to put= 1 andA = 0 in all of the equations. By
looking at the matrix elements dfandm we can observe that in theterms we have -,
«?-, anda/ -contributions. The consequences of these high-aregependent contributions
in the A-terms will be discussed in the next section.

3. Numerical results for the MKH and KH models

Summarizing the above scheme, we list the complete set of parameters appearing in the
self-consistent integral equations (2.2Q): = (pyp;) is the p-hole density in the GO

cluster,a, = (p,p}) is the p-hole~d-spin correlation, aagl = (p¢p}) anda), = (p%pl)
are the high-order p-hole—d-spin intersite (dashed) correlations; and the bosonic mean fields:
ngo = (3m - n?) is the nearest-neighbour d-spin correlation, afjgl= (3n - n%) is the
next-to-nearest-neighbour d-spin correlation. High-order fermionic mean fields might be,
generally, reduced to a combination of fermionic mean fields made up of the basis fields
in the RHS and the above bosonic fields which derive from the Heisenberg term in the
Hamiltonian (as was done faf,,,).

Up to now, we have only dealt with fermionic propagators; therefore the bosonic mean
fields cannot be self-consistently calculated via the present approximation. We have been
successful in ensuring the mathematical self-consistency in the Hubbard model while leaving

out any free parameter [25, 26]. For MKH and KH models, we consigg= (%nn“),

ngy = (%n"‘n“) as input parameters [20], and look at their effects on the fermionic

observables. This approximation has been good enough to lead to a good qualitative DOS
in the p—d model; therefore, we retain the same set-up as given for the p—d model in [20]
to explore ‘by hand’ the physics of antiferromagnetic correlations. Of course, we look
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upon the present results as very important check points for a more rigorous self-consistent
calculation of both fermion and boson parameters.

After having found the convergent values for the fermionic unknowns, we calculate the
DOS spectrum given by equation (2.20). In Kondo—Heisenberg-type models the bare level
structure is given by the exact Kondo model with the following solution:

1 1 3 1

— . 3.1
Sppt (@) = 4o €+ J) + b= (e, - 1]) (3.1)

A singlet state with energy, + 3J and a triplet state with energy, — 1] are identified.

The same solution [23] is obtalned by the composite-operator method for a Kondo model
with the RHS given by the basis (2¥with y = 1 in equation (2.4). Of course, in the

MKH model, composite excitations are obtained by a mixing of the basic operators (2.4)

or by a linear combination of pand p (with y # 1), as is shown by equation (2.17),

and they correspond to a singlet Kondo-type band (SB) and a triplet Kondo-type band (TB)

with shifted energy pole positions with respect to that of the pure Kondo model. These new
energy positions must be compared with experiment to provide a good starting point for the
analytical scheme. Band dispersion energies are given by equation (2.18) for the SB and
for the TB respectively byt andE_.

Table 1. Calculated MKH mean fields for fixed hole number and nearest-neighbour spin
correlationsng,. ng is fixed atng, = 0.25.

ny (nge) 0.01(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 001(-02) 01(-02 001(-04) 0.1(-04)

€ —0.9446 —-0.8587 —-0.7978 —0.7520 —-0.7700 —0.6873

a 0.0095 0.0875 0.0063 0.0802 0.0044 0.0479
ag 0.0208 0.1947 0.0152 0.1713 0.0127 0.1255
a, —0.0189 —-0.1476 —0.0042 —0.1069 0.0014 0.0043
g 0.0701 0.6518 0.0492 0.5833 0.0386 0.3944
alg —0.0411 -0.3272 —-0.0095 —0.2240 0.0045 0.0149
”60,7 0.0000 0.0000 —0.0025 —0.0321  —-0.0035 —0.0382

Table 2. Calculated MKH mean fields for fixed hole number and nearest-neighbour spin
correlationsny,. ng, is fixed atng, = 0.4.

ny (npy) 001(0.0) 01(0.0) 001(—02) 01(-02) 001(-04) 0.1(-04)

€ —0.9050 —-0.8510 -0.8130 —0.7394  -0.7882 —0.7027

a 0.0086 0.0869 0.006358 0.0647 0.0046 0.0487
ag 0.0191 0.1912 0.0147 0.1511 0.0131 0.1281
a; —0.0138 —0.1427 -0.0023 —0.0466 0.0010 0.0024
dgs 0.0638 0.6429 0.0467 0.4963 0.0399 0.4024
ay, —0.0304 —-0.3122 -0.0056 —0.1048 0.0033 0.0094
né)op 0.0000 0.0000 —0.0023 —0.0259  —0.0037 —0.0390

k- integration is simplified by the fact thad-dependence appears only througik)
(here note thay?(k) = 1 — a(k)), o W, W (w, k) is given in the formo \[a) a(k)], and
k-integration can be performed to get the one-particle density of states [22]:

O,y (@) = w / &k 0, i lw, (k)] (3.29)
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Figure 1. (a) The MKH dispersion energy (k) of

Figure 2. (a) The MKH dispersion energy (k) of
the SB, andk) the k-integrated spectral density,, (@),

the SB, andk) the k-integrated spectral density,, (@),

both for the undoped regime,( = 0 ate, = —1.4 eV)
and for threeng,-values: 0.0 (chain)~0.2 (dashed),
—0.4 (line). The parameter, is fixed atng, = 0.25.

both for the doped regime:{ = 0.1) and for threei,-
values: 0.0 (chain)-0.2 (dashed)—0.4 (line). The

parameteng, is fixed atng, = 0.25. The temperature

The temperature i§ = 0.01 eV. isT =0.01 eV.

that is
04 (@) = [ w@ay, 0.0l G.20)
where the functionuv(«) is the elliptic integral of the first kind:
Q
() = / ARk 8o — (k)
(21)?
3.3)

w(a) = 71221(( 1—052)

and takes into account the Van Hove singularity.

In tables 1-3 we report the convergent data for fermionic calculated mean fields with
the fixed parametens= 0.6 eV, J; = 0.5 eV, J = 0.025 eV and temperaturé = 0.01 eV.
Table 1 is for the MKH model fong, = 0.25 and table 2 is for the MKH model faf), = 0.4
(ngo = (%n -y & (o?) = 211). In figures 1-3 we report data on doping dependence and
spin-correlation effects found for the energy dispersion and DOS, respectively, in the SB,
for the following parameter setsy, = 0, n, = 0.1 both withng, = 0.25; andn;, = 0.1
with nj, = 0.4 (n, is the hole density in the p cluster). Via the first two figures we study
doping from the insulator phase (figure 1) with no hole in the p cluster to the metallic
phase (figure 2) witth, = 0.1; whereas via figures 2, 3 we consider, for the metallic
states, the effect of second-order spin—spin correlations given by the parafgtehich
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Temp.= 0.01eV
(a) t=0.6eV Jg=0.5¢v Jg=0.1eV
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£°r ]
3]
2T A
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Figure 3. (¢) The MKH dispersion energ¥, (k) of the SB, and ) the k-integrated spectral
densityo,,, (), both for the doped regime{ = 0.1) and for three:;-values: 0.0 (chain)-0.2
(dashed)~0.4 (line). The parametety, is fixed atng, = 0.4. The temperature i = 0.01 eV.

is ngy = 0.25 in figure 2 andij, = 0.4 in figure 3. The chemical potential is fixed in such

a way that the Fermi energy is at = 0. Doping is given by the oxygen hole number

n, = 2—n—n, wheren = (d'd) is the d-electron density ang, = (p'p) is the p-electron
density. For these models we keep to the half-filled case for the localized spin on the copper
sites in the antiferromagnetic insulator limit. Hence, at half-filling= 1 andn;, = 0.

A very important result is thepin effecbn the SB dispersion energy: the strong bending
of the band at the M point. This effect is induced by the strong competition betwgen
andng,-contributions (see also the following discussion of the parameters from the tables).
It is reduced by increasing doping, recovering to the usual free-particle-like baggl-at0,
and enhanced by increasing, (aboveng,) up to the same order of the bandwidth as the
one in figure 8a) for ng, = 0.4. As we see in all of the figures, this effect is always present
in the MKH model.

As far as a comparison with experiment is concerned, the following results are essential.
For fixedng,, we observe that SB pole intensities and SB bandwidths increase on increasing
the doping. Moreover, for fixed doping, the bandwidth is controlled by short-range
correlations given by, andng, The bandwidth decreases when nearest-neighbour short-
range spin correlations tend to the antiferromagnetic valDespite the:,-behaviourwhen
ng, increases, the bandwidth also increases, but with the opposite tendency with respect to
nge- It is very important also that the spin effect becomes stronger wifjgrincreases.

This means that the spin-effect increase and bandwidth decrease have different origins—
respectively, one fromg, and the other fromy,—which are in strong competition. For

the SB bandwidth at 10% hole concentration we find that the experimental value [22] of
about 065 eV is obtained from figure 2 fory, ~ —3. The mean-fieldiy, represents the
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nearest-neighbour spin correlation, and its range [20, 12] is fdnfthe local singlet limit)

to % (the local triplet limit). In the antiferromagnetic limit, its value [20, 12]4'%. The
experimental value of the SB bandwidth is obtained for dominant antiferromagnetic local
spin coupling. This is consistent with the suggestion [18-20] that antiferromagnetic spin
correlations should reduce the SB bandwidth value from the approximated calculated value
to the experimental range.

Table 3. Calculated KH mean fields for fixed hole number and nearest-neighbour spin
correlationsn,.

ny (ngy) 0.01(0.0) 0.1(0.0) 001(-02) 01(-02 001(-04) 0.1(-04)

€ —2.2834 —-2.1857 -2.1726 —2.1073 —-2.0714 —2.0289
a 0.0050 0.0500 0.0050 0.0500 0.0050 0.0500
as 0.0111 0.1140 0.0100 0.1045 0.0093 0.10954
a, —0.0105 —-0.0922 -0.0093 —-0.0855 —0.0075 —0.0785
Ay 0.0372 0.3782 0.0350 0.3591 0.0336 0.3409
aj, —-0.0232 —-0.2095 -0.0186 -0.1779  -0.0124 —0.1490
lemp.= 0.0leV Temp.= 0.01eV
(a) t=0.6eV Jg=0.5¢V Ju=0.1eV (a) t=0.6eV Jk=0.5¢V Ju=0.1eV
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Figure 4. (a) The KH dispersion energy¥ (k) of the Figure 5. (a) The KH dispersion energ¥ (k) of the
SB, and p) the k-integrated spectral density,,(w), SB, and ) the k-integrated spectral density,,(w),
both for the undoped regime)( = 0 ate, = —2.7 eV)  both for the doped regime:{ = 0.1) and for threes,
and for threeng,-values: 0.0 (chain)~0.2 (dashed), values: 0.0 (chain)-0.2 (dashed)-0.4 (line). The
—0.4 (line). The temperature & = 0.01 eV. temperature i§" = 0.01 eV.

Another result is the distribution of pole energy strengths of the TB and SB in the DOS
spectrum. The SB DOS shows a distortion from the standard mean-field pole singularity.
This is a typical spin-correlation effect [8, 27]. These new data show the doping and the
ngo-dynamics of this SB distortion, the latter also found in the p—d calculation of [20].
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In the insulator, on increasingy,, the pole energy positioasp of the SB forng, = 0
moves toward the FL and increases in intensity, despite the fact that for the case where
nge 7 0 the intensity decreases. Observe that from the interpretation in terms of a moving
chemical potential, this means that the FL moves inside the singlet band. Moreover, we
also stress that TB peaks for differerfj,-values move far away from the FL for strong
doping, producing a slight increase of the TB—SB gap. For heavy doping and increasing
ngq the esg-position atng, = 0 moves toward thegg-position atng, # 0. At ng, = 0.25
the egg-position atng, = 0 is much further from FL than it is forg, # 0, but on increasing
ngo to ngy = 0.4 the egp-position goes toward the FL.

In figures 4 and 5 and table 3 we report data on the KH model, which is given by the
requirements thag = 1 andi = 0 in all formulas of section 2. The requirement= 1 is
to reduce the Kondo interaction at the Cu sites ard 0 reduces the MKH to the KH in the
sense that higher-ordérdependent terms via?, high-order copper spin—spin correlations
proportional tong,, and, finally, high-order fermionic oxygen spin—spin dressed correlations
given by the extended (via the-factor) mean fields:,, are all neglected. The results
are opposite, stressing the great importance of spin-cluster correlations and momentum
dependence in the extended cluster for CT insulator materials. In figures 4 and 5 we report
data forn, = 0 andn;, = 0.1, respectively, for the insulator and the doped regimes. Three
cases fomg, show thatno spin effecis found at the M point and a free-particle-like band
form is obtained. Moreover, the SB is also shifted to higher energies, stressing the low-
energy contributions of the neglected terms, and its bandwidth collapse8.1oeV for a
10% doping concentration. In the insulator (figure 4), the band energy is almost symmetric
at thel and M points of the Brillouin zone, and for increasinjg, the symmetry increases
whereas for increasing doping it decreases—recovering the asymmetric fogg=a0. On
doping, the SB intensity decreases and the bandwidth increases, because the peak distortion
moves towards the FL.

From table 1 we observe that all mean-field parameters proportional to the p-hole number

o(w,k) Temp.= 0.01eV
1=0.66V J=0.56V Jy=0.1eV

! ! ! k !
‘ ) , A
! | Ik
! ] i ﬁj&
. ! 1 Jlk 8 ny=0.05
1 i i | n('m:~0.

] ‘ JL Jk : " ﬂ;1,()=0.44

= ' ; L r

- -1
Energy (eV)

Figure 6. The MKH spectral density,,(w, k) for the doped regiment = 0.05) with
nge =—0.4 andng, = 0.4. The temperature i = 0.01 eV.
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(a, ay, ass) increase on doping, whereas high-order p-hole-spin—d-electron-spin correlations
(a;, a;,) decrease on doping. The behaviour of the same parameters is opposite for increasing
nearest-neighbour d-spin correlatiof. By comparing table 1 with table 2, we can observe
the effect of increasingg,: a, a,, anda,, decrease; and, anda;, increase. The parameter
behaviour is consistent with the expected phenomenology: hole doping destroys the strong
spin—spin correlations working in the insulator at half-filling. Anyway, the incoming strong
competition arising from hole doping and spin—spin correlations produces a typical frustrated
spin configuration. Because of this, say, first kind of competition, the present analytical
picture is very sensitive to the boson parametejs and ng,. The same complicated
tendency is shown by thej,,-operator which is proportional te,ng, for fixed ng,. If

ny Is fixed, ng,, decreases on increasing the doping, but on increagjnthe competition
becomes evident from oscillations around some constant value for high doping. Moreover,
we point out that the role of the second kind of competition-#gfandng, themselves—is
particularly important, inducing a change of signal going fregg = —0.2 to ny, = —0.4

in the parameters; anda;,, and showing that their increase is very strong and very slightly
reduced by the increase af,. This second kind of competition is responsible for the
spin effect so evident in the figures. This situation is much clearer if we compare tables 1
and 2 with table 3, the latter for the KH model in whiafj, = 0. In the latter case, the
qualitative behaviour of all parameters agrees with the MKH picture apaind o, keep

the same sign, and therefore increase very slowly, until finally there is no spin effect on the
band. The spin effect is the result of the so-called second kind of competition given by the
Kondo-type interaction for thextended clusterThus we expect that, in a self-consistent
calculation of fermion and boson parameters [12], the two boson paramgteasd ng,

will very strongly contribute in the search for the fixed point.

o{w,k) Temp.= 0.01eV
t=0.6eV J=0.5¢v Jy=0.1eV
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I ! ! J\l nlm=-—0.4
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1 JL ! ! A r
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Figure 7. The KH spectral density,,, (., k) for the doped regimenf, = 0.05) withngy =—0.4.
The temperature i = 0.01 eV.

In figures 6 and 7 we report theo(k)-dependences of the MKH and KH DOS,
respectively, for the following parameter values; = 0.05, ny, = —0.4, ngy = 0.4; and
n; = 0.05,n5, = —0.4. The MKH spectrum shows the bending at the M point of the SB
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while the KH one is almost flat. The TB in the MKH case has the opposite form to and
also a larger bandwidth than the KH case.

4. Concluding remarks

Antiferromagnetic spin correlations have been investigated in the MKH model up to second
order (two dashes on the boson parameter). The results demonstrate the importance of the
competition of two kinds of short-range antiferromagnetic correlation: nearest-neighbour
(nge) and next-to-nearest-neighbou() spin correlations on copper sites.

For a normal-phase higfi- oxide superconductor we assume that the main excitations
from a paramagnetic ground state (i.e. no chiral states) and near the Fermi level are given by
thermal collective states produced by energy level mixing of bare states introduced by the
special choice of basic composite fields. The approximations in the calculation are given
by the expansion of high-order operators in terms of a fixed operator basis which is defined
by the physics around the Fermi level. The energies of tharm p levels are nearly the
same, and are comparable with the Fermi energy.

No other calculation has been done for the IMT in an effort to understand the details of
the singlet band in MKH models. In [9, 10] only one-two-hole motion is considered, and
the existence of the transition is pointed out with the singlet formation roughly at reasonable
expected energies. True comparisons can only be with analogous results reported for the
parent p—d model.

The width calculation of the singlet-type band crossing the Fermi level for a 10% doping
concentration predicts the experimental value very well. In fact, we can reduce the previous
theoretical bandwidth predictions [19, 20] to the experimental value [22] by triggefing
and ng,. This bandwidth is strongly reduced by the nearest-neighbour spin correlations
whenng, decreases to the antiferromagnetic value, and it increasglg ifcreasesng, is
not explicitly controlled in the p—d model calculations [19, 20].

A spin effect on the band dispersion is observed, and is described for a large set of
parameter values. The spin effect is also produced by the boson paranjgtersd n(,
which are defined by the complex Kondo-type interactions on the extended clusters in the
MKH model. For sufficiently extended clustergy, contributes together withg, to increase
the spin effect. When the Kondo interaction is reduced only at the Cu sites, the KH model
no longer shows a spin effect, and the singlet-type bandwidth collapse®.i3-0.2 eV,
far from the experimental data. The same spin effect is reported for the first time in the
p—d model [20] but involved in the complex spin—charge composite p—d interactions in
which the contribution frommg, is not manifest. In [19] the spin effect is not observed
at all, probably because of the finit¢; Coulomb on-site repulsion, and therefore more
complex (than those considered in [20]) p—d cluster-renormalized interactions from the
lower-Hubbard-level transitions.

We have restricted our calculation to the mean-field limit of the composite-operator
approach to the MKH model (see after equation (2.10)). The self-energy contributions
and k from Sm(w, k) in equation (2.10) have never been considered in previous calcul-
ations for MKH models. However, in the p—d model [23}:,,(k) has been estimated
for a generalized one-loop composite-operator approximation [23, 24, 12] to the self-
energy contribution for the singlet band. The correction goes in the same direction as
the one fromng,, i.e. it enlarges the bandwidth. In fact the loop correction is an intersite
contribution which carries indirect cluster correlations relatedigp As we have seen,
in the MKH model, the mean-field result is enough for estimating the singlet bandwidth,
but most importantly it clarifies the physical role af,. Thus, we expect a complicated
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dynamical decay of composite-operator quasi-particles in a self-consistent treatmgnt of
including dynamical corrections (work in progress), as was suggested by results in [23] (see
also [27]), where the imaginary part of the self-energy @hdependence) of the electron
vanishes ato = 0 (T = 0) and starts increasing withb—behaviour which is given by the

only spin-fluctuation contribution, fromy,.

The two phenomena predicted—th& -bandwidth contraction and the spin effect—
have different origins: (a) the bandwidth decreases on decreagjngnd increases on
increasingng,; and (b) the spin effect increases on decreasipgand is also enhanced on
increasingng,. Therefore, the spin effect increase ‘works’ fiégf -bandwidth reduction and
it is mainly producedby n,, while bandwidth reduction isontrolled and suppressday n,.
Antiferromagnetic local spin correlations have strong effects in the MKH model because
of the first-order role played by the next-to-nearest-neighbour spin correlations (given by
nge). A typical frustration mechanism [14-16] seems to exist into the extended clusters
and it is generated, on the one hand, by the hole-doping—spin-interaction competition, and,
on the other hand, by the nearest-neighbour—next-to-nearest-neighbour spin competition.
Frustration has been mainly considered only in the superexchange interaction Cu—O—Cu
ligand spins, and, therefore, for the Cu nearest neighbours [14, 15, 13]. However, high-
order terms in spin—spin correlations have been discussed [16] for the Inui, Doniach and
Gabay effective model in which a Heisenberg antiferromagnet is weakly doped, and it is
found that second and third neighbours depend directly on doping implementing strong
frustration effects on the stiffness and velocity of spin waves.
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Appendix A. Derivation of Hamiltonian parameters of the MKH effective model from
p—d model ones

To approximate p—d composite excitations to the main contributions around the FL we
introduce a recursive iteration by using Taylor expansion of composite operators to identify
each order of the expansion by the effective couplings.

Let us start from p—d equations of motion presented in detail in [20]:

.0
i gp =€,p + 2101, (A1)
.0
i 57] =e,n —toohn,p,. (A.2)
The Fourier transform of equation (A.2) is
fo u
n=- o*n,p,. A.3
@y Py (A3)
To pick up the energy components of (A.3) around- ¢,, we can write thev-function as
1 1
(A.4)

w— €, - (w—€;) — (e, — €p)
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The Taylor expansion of (A.4) around ~ €, is

= 1 <1+(‘”_6”>+---. (A.5)

(0 —€p) - (en —€p) € —€p)

At first order of the (A.5) expansion, we have from equation (A.3)
fo u
n~ ———aokn,p,. (A.6)
(Erz —e,,) wry
By inserting (A.6) into equation (A.1) we have
.0 212
i—p= — 0 (0" v A7
o P =Pt © _ep)(cr nyuPy) (A7)
which for u = 0 defines the energy transfer coupling in the kinetic term of the MKH model
for the p electron:

t= —M. (A.8)
(€ — €p)
At second order of the (A.5) expansion, we have from equation (A.3)
fo
(€n —€p) (€y —€p)

and since the Fourier transform of equation (A.1) is

n= aunﬂ [py + (w — 612)pyi| (Ag)

2t
= Al
P= ey (A.10)
equation (A.9) becomes
fo u
= . 2 . A1l
1= =)’ [py + - 6p)( tO)ny2i| (A.11)
Therefore, by using again the first-order approximation,
fo B [ 1 5 ]
=———  o"n + on 5. A.12
n (€ — Ep) w| Py (€ — €) (€ — Ep)( ;pr)y ( )

Finally, to calculate the two coupling constants of the MKH model related to spin couplings,
we consider the equation of motion for fluctuations from the p—d model:

.0 ‘
| 5”# = ZtO(UTUﬂpy - P;T,Uun)~ (A.13)

Let us remember that the MKH model is derived [8] assumiggconstant (no charge
fluctuations). At half-filling we haveig = (n) = 1. From equations (A.12) and (A.13),
both for the spin component, we find

0 a4z 81y 20
i —n, = -———ieuplo; 0 (pp*Pi€; kn A.14
atnz (En — Ep) ijkPyOi PyTk + (En — 6p)3 (p'p*) kT Mk ( )
where we can identify the Kondo term in the first term and the Heisenberg one in the second
term—whose coefficients are, respectively, the Kondo and Heisenberg couplings from the
p—d model.
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At half-filling, from equations (A.8) and (A.14) we have for the MKH model

212
B (En - Ep)
212
Ji=_——0 (A.15)
(6,] - Ep)
=di= 5
CEY

In this paper we consider the following realistic parameters:= 0.6 eV and A =
(e, —€,) = 1.2 eV. The related MKH values from equation (A.15) dre = 0.6 eV,
Jr = 05 eV, andJ = 0.025 eV orJy = 0.1 eV. The sign ofr depends on the sign
definition in the MKH Hamiltonian. In equation (2.1) we definéo be positive.

Appendix B. The composite-operator method

In the composite-operator method [23], excitation modes are identified by choosing a certain
series of operators (generally composite) and by expanding the time derivative of operators
in terms of this operator series. To define the expansion, the normalization matrix must be
identified and then the expansion coefficients are identified.

Let us assume that we have identified an appropriate series of fermionic operateys
Their time derivatives are expressed as an expansion in terms of this series of operators and
residual terms:

.0 .
o W) = e (ST, () + 8jn () = () (B.1)

where x indicates(t, ) ande,, (—iV) indicates that the coefficients,, operate as the
momentum-dependea},, (k) on the Fourier transform af, (x). For the normalization of
operators, we use the norm

L (k) = FT(W, ). 4] @) (B2
where FT indicates the Fourier transform and is defined for an arbitrary funéton as

FTf(x) = / d’x €% £ (). (B.3)
The expansion coefficients are defined from

mu(k) = € (k) In(k) = FT{{ju(x). W] ()}) (B.4)
with ;

({8ju(x), W (m)}) = 0. (B.5)

In the present model and for the present basis (2.4) this condition is verified (for details
see [3] and [9]). The coefficients,; (k) are mean fields which represent the level shift and
the on-site and intersite mixing among composite excitations. The majfigk) has the
hermiticity property:

my; (k) =mj, (k)* (BG)

since

9 .0
<{. S, @), w1<y)}> = <{w,,<w>, —i atw}<y)}>. (B.7)
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Then the retarded functio®y, (x)qJ}(y)) is obtained in the form

fo 1

FT(RY, ()Y, () = <w “ k) — S(. k) I(k))nl (B.8)
where FT again indicates the Fourier transform and is now defined by

FT(RY, (X)W} (0)) = —i / dr d?x &R (R, (x)W] (0)). (B.9)
The self-energieE (w, k) and = (w, k) are defined by

.0

(R3jn(x) Ller(y)) = Z Do (I FTE —IV> <RllJn/(X)llJzT(y)) (B.10q)

and
. ; .0
(R, (x) 8] () = ;mwn (x)wj,@))z;,,(_. i lvy>. (B.10b)
They are obtained from
Smu(w, k) = FT(R 8j, 8j); = S(w, k)1 (k) = 1 (k) S (w.k) (B.11)

where the subscript/* indicates the irreducible part, and from equations (B.8) and (B.10)
is defined by

(R 8ju(x) 8/ (1)1 = (R 8ju(x) 8/ (1)) = D_ =}, <_. o .vy) (R8j,(x)Wl(»). (B.12)
I y
The dynamical correctiom (w, k) satisfies the sum rule

1 n
/dw <—ﬂ>lm Smu(w, k) = FT({8), (), 8j (y)}). (B.13)
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