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When non-magnetic impurity immerses in Fermi sea, a regular modulation of charge density
around impurity will appear and such phenomena is called Friedel oscillation (FO). Although both
Luttinger liquid and Landau Fermi liquid show such characteristic oscillation, FO in generic non-
Fermi liquid (NFL) phase is still largely unknown. Here, we show that FO indeed exists in NFL state
of an exactly solvable model, i.e. the Hatsugai-Kohmoto model which has been intensively explored
in recent years. Combining T-matrix approximation and linear-response-theory, an interesting pic-
ture emerges, if two interaction-induced quasi-particles bands in NFL are partially occupied, FO in
this situation is determined by a novel structure in momentum space, i.e. the ’average Fermi surface’
(average over two quasi-particle Fermi surface), which highlights the inter-band particle-hole excita-
tion. We hope our study here provides a counterintuitive example in which FO with Fermi surface
coexists with NFL quasi-particle, and it may be useful to detect hidden ’average Fermi surface’
structure in other correlated electron systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, an exactly solvable many-body fermionic
model with an infinite-range interaction, i.e. the
Hatsugai-Kohmoto (HK) model,1–3 has been hotly
studied.4–21 In contrast with celebrated and more famil-
iar Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev, Kitaev’s toric code and honey-
comb model with either quenched disorder or local Z2

gauge symmetry,22–29 the original HK model has trans-
lation invariance with topologically trivial nature, but
surprisingly, it provides a strictly exact playground for
non-Fermi liquid (NFL) and featureless Mott insulator
in any spatial dimension, which is rare in statistical me-
chanics and condensed matter physics.

The solvability of HK model results from its local-
ity in momentum space and one can diagonalize HK
Hamiltonian (just diagonal 4 × 4-matrix) for each mo-
mentum. The current studies have mainly focused on
an interesting extension of HK model, i.e. the super-
conducting instability from the intrinsic NFL state in
HK model,6 which is inspired by ubiquitous NFL behav-
iors and their link to unconventional superconductivity
in cuprate, iron-based superconductors (SC) and many
heavy fermion compounds. Unexpected properties such
as topological s-wave pairing and two-stage superconduc-
tivity have been discovered.8,9,13 However, before com-
paring these novel theoretical predictions with real-world
unconventional SC in cuprate or heavy fermion systems,
one should note that non-magnetic impurity is essential
to explain realistic thermodynamic and transport date
in SC, e.g. impurity effect changes linear-T behavior in
superfluid density of the nodal d-wave paring state into
T 2 form.30 However, to our knowledge, the mentioned
non-magnetic impurity effect has not been investigated
in HK model, let alone the superconducting HK system.

For metals, it is well-known that non-magnetic impu-

rity immersed in Fermi sea induces a regular modulation
of charge density around impurity, e.g. the Friedel oscil-
lation (FO).31 When involving electron-electron interac-
tion, both the Luttinger liquid in one spatial dimension
(d = 1) and the Landau Fermi liquid (FL) show such
characteristic oscillation.32–37 The origin of FO is gen-
erally believed to tie to the 2kF singularity of density-
density correlation in the system with sharp Fermi sur-
face, thus even quantum spin liquid with ghost (spinon)
Fermi surface may show signature of FO.38,39 Conse-
quently, FO can act as diagnosis for fermionic system
with well-defined Fermi surface whatever its FL or NFL
nature and may shed light on how to detect putative NFL
state in realistic quantum materials proposed by existing
effective field theory or slave-particle theory.40–50

Therefore, considering the need of exploration on FO
for generic NFL phases and the request from supercon-
ducting HK models, in this work, we take a first step
study on this timely issue. Specifically, we focus on the
simplest but essential case in non-magnetic impurity ef-
fect, i.e. the possible FO in single impurity problem.

To our surprise, we find that the conventional wisdom
of FO must be extended, since the NFL phase in HK
model with two Fermi surface but no FL quasi-particle,
indeed shows clear signature of FO. As a matter of fact,
FO in this situation is determined by a novel structure in
momentum space, i.e. the ’average Fermi surface’, this
means the average over the mentioned two Fermi surface
and it results from the inter-band particle-hole excitation.

After all, our study here provides a counterintuitive ex-
ample in which Fermi surface coexisting with NFL quasi-
particle can support the existence of FO, and we expect
that it may be interesting to detect hidden ’average Fermi
surface’ structure in other correlated electron systems.

The remaining part of this article is organized as fol-
lows. In Sec. II, we give a quick review of HK model,
which will be useful in next sections. Sec. III is devoted
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FIG. 1. (a) The Hatsugai-Kohmoto (HK) model in one
spatial dimension and (b) on a square lattice with hopping t
and interaction U . (c) The exact ground-state phase diagram
for HK model exhibits a Mott insulator and a non-Fermi-
liquid-like metal. (µ denotes chemical potential, Uc = W
and W is band-width) The transition from metallic state to
gapped Mott insulating phase belongs to the universality of
the continuous Lifshitz transition.

to the discussion of FO in terms of T -matrix approxi-
mation and the linear-response theory. Discussion will
be given in Sec. IV. Finally, a brief summary is given in
Sec. V.

II. THE HATSUGAI-KOHMOTO MODEL

The HK model we study has the following form, (see
also Fig. 1(a) and (b) for illustration of HK model in one
spatial dimension and on a square lattice)

Ĥ = −
∑
i,j,σ

tij ĉ
†
iσ ĉjσ − µ

∑
jσ

ĉ†jσ ĉjσ

+
U

Ns

∑
j1,j2,j3,j4

δj1+j3=j2+j4 ĉ
†
j1↑ĉj2↑ĉ

†
j3↓ĉj4↓. (1)

Here, ĉ†jσ is the creation operator of conduction elec-
tron (called c-electron for simplicity) at site j with
spin σ =↑, ↓ and it satisfies anti-commutative relation
[ĉiσ, ĉ

†
jσ′ ]+ = δi,jδσ,σ′ . tij are hopping integral between

i, j sites. Furthermore, chemical potential µ has been
added to fix electron’s density. Ns is the number of sites.
The last term of Ĥ is the HK interaction,1 unlike the
usual on-site Hubbard interaction U

∑
j ĉ
†
j↑ĉj↑ĉ

†
j↓ĉj↓, HK

interaction is an infinite-range interaction between four
electrons but preserves the center of motion due to the
constraint of Dirac’s δ function. This interaction plays
a fundamental role in solving this model as we will see
later. Amusingly, one may note that the HK interaction
indeed includes the Hubbard interaction if we consider a
two-site version of HK model. However, the true effect
of the latter one for HK-like models beyond perturba-
tive treatment is still unknown and such issue seems to
be important for our further understanding on HK-like
systems.

Importantly, Eq. 1 is local in momentum space after
Fourier transformation (i.e. ĉjσ = 1√

Ns

∑
k e

ikRj ĉkσ) and

the resultant Hamiltonian reads as Ĥ =
∑
k Ĥk,

Ĥk =
∑
σ

(εk − µ)ĉ†kσ ĉkσ + Uĉ†k↑ĉk↑ĉ
†
k↓ĉk↓, (2)

where εk are dispersion of electrons. It is emphasized that
the locality of above Hamiltonian stems from infinite-
range HK interaction preserving center of motion. In
contrast, the Hubbard interaction in momentum space
is rather nonlocal as U

∑
k,k′,q ĉ

†
k+q↑ĉk↑ĉ

†
k′−q↓ĉk′↓, thus it

cannot lead to solvability for d > 1.
Now, if we choose Fock state

|n1, n2〉 ≡ (ĉ†k↑)
n1 |0〉(ĉ†k↓)

n2 |0〉 (3)

with ni = 0, 1 as basis, Ĥk can be written as a diago-
nal 4 × 4 matrix, whose eigen-energy is 0, εk − µ, εk −
µ, 2(εk − µ) + U and the corresponding eigen-state is
|0〉k ≡ |00〉, |σ =↑〉k ≡ |10〉, |σ =↓〉k ≡ |01〉, | ↑↓〉k ≡ |11〉,
which means states are empty, single occupied with spin-
up and spin-down, and double occupied.

Therefore, the many-body ground-state of Ĥ is just
the direct-product state of each Ĥk’s ground-state, i.e.
|Ψg〉 =

∏
k∈Ω0

|0〉k
∏
k∈Ω1

|σ〉k
∏
k∈Ω2

| ↑↓〉k. (Ω0,Ω1,Ω2

are the momentum range for different occupation) Be-
cause states with spin-up or down electron in Ω1 is de-
generated without external magnetic field, the ground-
state of HK model has huge degeneracy. This point must
be kept in mind if one performs numerical calculation
like exact diagonalization (ED) which only selects one of
ground-states.16

If Ω0 = Ω2 = 0, the system is a Mott insulator which
happens when U > Uc = W with W being the band-
width of c-electron. Otherwise, we obtain a metallic state
with NFL properties, e.g. violation of Luttinger theo-
rem, Haldane’s exclusion statistics and Curie-like spin
susceptibility.3,6,51 It is interesting to note that as a result
of HK interaction which preserves the center of motion,
NFL states do not have collective mode in charge degree
of freedom, such as the plasmon in Coulomb electron
gas or zero sound in FL.52,53 Moreover, the transition
from metallic state to gapped Mott insulating phase be-
longs to the universality of the continuous Lifshitz tran-
sition, in which the chemical potential-tuning and the
interaction-tuning Mott transition have identical criti-
cal exponents.51,54(see also Fig. 1(c)) Similarly, excited
states and their energy are easy to be constructed, so Ĥ
(Eq. 1) has been solved since all eigen-states and eigen-
energy are found.

For our purpose, it is useful to present the single-
particle Green’s function and some ground-state or ther-
modynamic quantities for HK model. For example, the
single-particle Green’s function can be obtained in terms
of equation of motion,55(see Appendix. A) which is read
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as

Gσ(k, ω) =
1 + U〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω−(εk−µ+U)

ω − (εk − µ)

=
1− 〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω − (εk − µ)
+

〈n̂kσ̄〉
ω − (εk − µ+ U)

(4)

where 〈n̂kσ̄〉 is the expectation value of electron number
operator n̂kσ̄ = ĉ†kσ̄ ĉkσ̄ with spin σ̄ = −σ. The pole struc-
ture implies that there exist two quasi-particle bands as

Ek− = εk − µ, Ek+ = εk − µ+ U, (5)

which corresponds to holon ĥkσ = ĉkσ(1− n̂kσ̄) and dou-
blon d̂kσ = ĉkσn̂kσ̄. In fact, the related Green’s function
is found to be

〈〈ĥkσ|ĥ†kσ〉〉ω =
1− 〈n̂kσ̄〉
ω − εk + µ

=
1− 〈n̂kσ̄〉
ω − Ek−

,

〈〈d̂kσ|d̂†kσ〉〉ω =
〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω − εk + µ− U
=
〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω − Ek+
.

Thus, we see that the elementary excitations of HK
model are holon and doublon. But we should empha-
size that holon or doublon does not satisfy standard
fermionic anti-commutative relation and cannot adiabat-
ically evolve into U = 0 limit, thus they are not FL-like
quasi-particle.

Since we are interested in paramagnetic states, we have
nk = 〈n̂kσ〉 = 〈n̂kσ̄〉 and it is straightforward to find

nk =
fF (Ek−)

fF (Ek−) + 1− fF (Ek+)
(6)

with the help of spectral theorem of Gσ(k, ω). (fF (x) =
1/(ex/T + 1) is the Fermi distribution function)

Next, at finite-T , the thermodynamics of HK model is
determined by its free energy density f , which is related
to partition function Z as

f = − T

Ns
lnZ, Z = Tre−βĤ =

∏
k

Tre−βĤk =
∏
k

fk.

Here, one notes that the partition function is easy to cal-
culate since each k-state contributes independently. We
have defined fk = 1 + 2zk + z2

ke
−βU and zk = e−β(εk−µ).

Then, the typical thermodynamic quantity, i.e. the heat
capacity, is calculated by standard thermodynamic re-
lation CV = −T ∂2f

∂T 2 . In addition to CV , one can also
calculate spin susceptibility χs if one inserts Zeeman en-
ergy term Ĥh = −B(ĉ†k↑ĉk↑ − ĉ

†
k↓ĉk↓) into Hamiltonian

Ĥk. Then, it follows that the magnetization M = − ∂f
∂B

and χs = ∂M
∂B = − ∂2f

∂B2 .
At zero temperature, the free energy density reduces

into the ground-state energy density, which has very sim-
ple expression,

eg =
1

Ns

∑
k

[Ek−θ(−Ek−) + Ek+θ(−Ek+)],

where θ(x) is the standard unit-step function (θ(x) = 1
for x > 0 and θ(x) = 0 if x < 0). Therefore, the electron
density at T = 0 is found to be

n = −∂eg
∂µ

=
1

Ns

∑
k

[θ(−Ek−) + θ(−Ek+)]. (7)

III. SINGLE IMPURITY IN HK MODEL

In this section, we study the impurity effect in HK
model. It is well-known that for non-interacting Fermi
gas and interacting FL or Luttinger liquid, the electron
density around impurity shows characteristic oscillation
called FO.

A. T -matrix approximation

Now, we consider the effect of a single impurity, which
is assumed to locate on zero-th site and only electron on
this site feels its scattering, thus we have the following
impurity Hamiltonian:

Ĥimp = V
∑
σ

ĉ†0σ ĉ0σ =
V

Ns

∑
k,k′,σ

ĉ†kσ ĉk′σ

Here, V is the strength of impurity potential and the
second term of the right-hand side is the Hamiltonian in
momentum space.

If HK interaction is turned off, one can solve the non-
interacting electron problem Ĥ + Ĥimp in terms of T -
matrix formalism, which means the Green’s function sat-
isfies the following equations,56

G(0)
σ (k, k′, ω) = δk,k′G

(0)
σ (k, ω) +G(0)

σ (k, ω)Tσ(ω)G(0)
σ (k′, ω)

Tσ(ω) =
V/Ns

1− V Fσ(ω)
, Fσ(ω) =

1

Ns

∑
k

G(0)
σ (k, ω)

Here, we have defined the so-called T -matrix Tσ(ω),
which encodes the effect of impurity scattering. Mean-
while, G(0) denotes the Green’s function for U = 0 and

G(0)
σ (k, ω) =

1

ω − (εk − µ)
.

However, one can see that when U 6= 0, Ĥimp mixes
different momentum sectors of original HK model (Eq.1),
therefore, the solvability of HK model is lost and we can
only obtain accurate results from numerical computation
like ED.

To proceed, let us use the above T -matrix formalism as
an approximation and we expect that such approximated
treatment may be appropriate if impurity strength V is
not large. Then, we replace non-interacting Green’s func-
tion G(0) with interacting G without impurity (Eq. 4) as
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what has usually been done in dynamic mean-field theory
study or cuprate superconductor.57–59 So, we find

Gσ(k, k′, ω) ' δk,k′Gσ(k, ω) +Gσ(k, ω)Tσ(ω)Gσ(k′, ω)

Tσ(ω) =
V/Ns

1− V Fσ(ω)
, Fσ(ω) =

1

Ns

∑
k

Gσ(k, ω). (8)

In reality, the effect of single impurity can be observed
via the well-known FO,31 which states that the electron’s
density around impurity shows a characteristic oscillation
behavior. For systems with well-defined Fermi surface,
such as Landau FL in d = 2, 3 and Luttinger liquid in
d = 1,32–37 the FO behaves as

δni ≡ ni − n ∼
cos(2kF |Ri|)
|Ri|g

, |Ri| >> 1

where ni is the electron’s density at i-site, n denotes the
average electron density without impurity, Ri is the dis-
tance versus impurity (assumed on 0-site in our model),
kF is Fermi wavevector and g is equal to the spatial di-
mension for FL,34 or determined by interaction strength
in Luttinger liquid.32,36

Our aim of this section is to examine whether the above
FO survives in metallic NFL state of HK model. Math-
ematically, we can write δni as

δni =
1

Ns

∑
k,k′,σ

ei(k−k
′)Ri〈c†k′σckσ〉 − n

=
1

Ns

∑
k,k′,σ

ei(k−k
′)Ri

∫
dωfF (ω)

−1

π
ImG(k, k′, ω)− n

=
1

Ns

∑
k,k′,σ

ei(k−k
′)Ri

∫
dωfF (ω)

−1

π
ImδGσ(k, k′, ω).

Here, we have defined the scattering shifted Green’s
function δGσ(k, k′, ω) ≡ Gσ(k, ω)Tσ(ω)Gσ(k′, ω) and
fF (x) = 1/(ex/T + 1) is the Fermi distribution function.
Next, sum over momentum, one finds

δni =
∑
σ

∫
dωfF (ω)

−1

π
Im

[
Gσ(Ri, ω)V Gσ(−Ri, ω)

1− V Fσ(ω)

]
(9)

Here, Gσ(Ri, ω) = 1
Ns

∑
k e

ikRiGσ(k, ω) is the local
Green’s function on i-site. Then, we are able to uti-
lize Eq. 9 to calculate δni, such that the check on FO is
straightforward.

In Fig. 2 and 3, we have plotted δni for V/t = 0.1, 0.2
with different U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 and in 1D case.
(εk = −2t cos(k)) To explore both metallic and insulating
phases, we have fixed µ = U/2. Here, we see that if the
system is located in metallic phase (U/t ≤ 4), FO is
clearly visible since all data is similar to non-interacting
case (U = 0), which shows FO-like behavior as δni ∼
cos(2kF |Ri|)
|Ri| . (kF = π/2) In contrast, when the ground-

state is in the Mott insulating phase (U/t > 4), signal of
FO vanishes.

FIG. 2. δni for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 with V/t = 0.1 and
µ = U/2.

FIG. 3. δni for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 with V/t = 0.2 and
µ = U/2.

However, we should emphasize that although metallic
NFL phase in HK shows FO and seems to fit with non-
interacting formula δni ∼ cos(2kF |Ri|)

|Ri| , there does not ex-
ist well-defined Fermi wave-vector in kF . This fact can be
seen in Fig. 4(a), where the particle distribution nk (cal-
culated with Eq. 6 at T = 0) shows FL-like jump at k1

and k2 but not at putative Fermi wavevector kF = π/2.
The jump at k1, k2 suggests two-Fermi-surface structure
and their location is determined by

k2 =

∣∣∣∣arccos
U − µ

2t

∣∣∣∣ , k1 =

∣∣∣∣arccos
−µ
2t

∣∣∣∣ ,
which results from inspecting Eq.6 at T = 0 (nT=0

k =
1
2 [θ(2t cos k + U/2) + θ(2t cos k − U/2)]). If we focus on
regime with k > 0, the jump at k1 (k2) corresponds to
the occupation of electron from nkσ = 1 to 1/2 (from 1/2
to 0). Furthermore, the real part of Green’s function at
zero-frequency (ReG(k, 0)) diverges at k1, k2, (Fig. 4(b))
thus, we may call k1, k2 as quasi-Fermi wavevector.

At the same time, one is able to calculate density of
electron in terms of k2, k1,

n =

Ω2︷︸︸︷
2k1

2

2π
+

Ω1︷ ︸︸ ︷
2(k2 − k1)

2

2π

1

2
= (k1 + k2)

2

2π
≡ 1

π
2ka.

where the prefactor 2
2π denotes the density of state in

momentum space with spin degeneracy while the factor
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FIG. 4. (a) Electron’s distribution function nk and (b) the
real (imaginary) part of single-particle Green’s function at
zero-frequency (ReG(k, 0), ImG(k, 0)) for U/t = 3, µ = U/2.

1
2 uncovers the fact that only single occupation exists in
Ω1 and we have nk = 1/2 in this regime. We have also
defined the average Fermi wavevector ka = (k1 + k2)/2,
whose effect is just like the Fermi wavevector kF in 1D
Fermi gas.

Note that, one observes zero point in the real part
of Green’s function (ReG(k, 0)), (Fig. 4(b)) such zero
point defines the Luttinger surface instead of more fa-
miliar Fermi surface.60 So, the corresponding character-
istic wavevector is named Luttinger wavevector kL. In
our case, we find kL = π/2 from ReG(k = kL, 0) = 0
(µ = U/2), which is identical to non-interacting Fermi
wavevector kF and the average Fermi wavevector ka.

Considering kL, ka, we should identify which one de-
termines the FO in NFL phase of HK,

δnHKi ∼ cos(2ka|Ri|)
|Ri|

, |Ri| >> 1,

or

δnHKi ∼ cos(2kL|Ri|)
|Ri|

, |Ri| >> 1.

B. Linear response theory

In last subsection, we have seen that in terms of T -
matrix approximation, metallic NFL state in HK model
indeed exhibits FO, but unexpectedly, it seems to be de-
termined by Luttinger wavevector kL or average Fermi
wavevector ka. To pin down which one is responsible for
FO, here, we use linear response theory to estimate the
electron density and it may be considered as a crosscheck
on previous computation.

According to linear response theory,56 we have

δni(t) =
1

i

∫ t

−∞
dt′〈[n̂i(t), Ĥimp(t

′)]〉

=
1

i

∫ ∞
−∞

dt′θ(t− t′)〈[n̂i(t), n̂0(t′)]〉V (t′)

= −
∫ ∞
−∞

dt′χc(Ri, R0, t− t′)V (t′)

Here, the charge susceptibility is defined as

χc(Ri, R0, t− t′) = −1

i
θ(t− t′)〈[n̂i(t), n̂0(t′)]〉.

Thus, if we are able to calculate χc(Ri, R0, t−t′), the elec-
tron density is easy to obtain after integrating over time.
Equivalently, δni(t) = −

∫
dω
2π e
−iωtχc(Ri, R0, ω)V (ω)

and χc(Ri, R0, ω) =
∫
dteiωtχc(Ri, R0, t).

In many-body physics, one always uses Wick rotation
and calculates imaginary-time charge susceptibility

χc(Ri, R0, τ) = 〈T̂τ n̂i(τ)n̂0〉,

or its Fourier transformation χc(Ri, R0, iΩn). Finally, we
obtain χc(Ri, R0, ω) = χc(Ri, R0, iΩn → ω + i0+).

In the framework of perturbation theory with the help
of Feynman diagrams, using Wick theorem, one can
calculate χc(Ri, R0, iΩn) or its Fourier transformation
χc(q, iΩn) easily. When interaction is turned off (U = 0),
we just obtain (see Appendix. B)

χ(0)
c (q, iΩn) =

−1

Nsβ

∑
k,ωn

∑
σ

G(0)
σ (k+q, ωn+Ωn)G(0)

σ (k, ωn).

(10)
After frequency summation, one finds the standard result
χ

(0)
c (q, iΩn) = 2

Ns

∑
k
fF (εk+q−µ)−fF (εk−µ)

iΩn−εk+q+εk
.

However, for HK model, we have not noticed any per-
turbation theory which can reproduce the exact solution
like Green’s function or free energy. (Note however that
Ref. 17 has proposed a Hartree-Fock based perturbation
theory for HK model at T = 0.) Therefore, one should
be careful when calculating multi-particle correlation like
χc.

Fortunately, Ref. 4 and 61 tell us that, the charge and
spin susceptibility of HK has identical formalism to fa-
miliar non-interacting electron gas (e.g. Eq. 10) and the
only difference is to replace the non-interacting Green’s
function with the interacting one (Eq. 4). For HK model,
we just replace G(0)

σ with Gσ and the explicit result is
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FIG. 5. δni calculated from the linear response theory for
U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 with V/t = 0.1 and µ = U/2.

given by Ref. 4 as

χc(q, iΩn) =
−1

Ns

∑
k,σ

(1− nk)(1− nk+q)

× fF (εk − µ)− fF (εk+q − µ)

iΩn − εk+q + εk

+
−1

Ns

∑
k,σ

(1− nk)nk+q

× fF (εk − µ)− fF (εk+q − µ+ U)

iΩn − εk+q − U + εk

+
−1

Ns

∑
k,σ

nk(1− nk+q)

× fF (εk − µ+ U)− fF (εk+q − µ)

iΩn − εk+q + εk + U

+
−1

Ns

∑
k,σ

nknk+q

× fF (εk − µ+ U)− fF (εk+q − µ+ U)

iΩn − εk+q + εk
(11)

It is noted that the above density-density correlation
function is not an approximation but is exact for HK
model due to the solvability. It is easy to check that when
U = 0, the above result reduces into the non-interacting
one χ(0)

c .
Since the strength of impurity is static, we should have

V (ω) = 2πV δ(ω), so δni = −V χc(Ri, R0, ω = 0). This
can be calculated if we replace iΩn with ω+i0+ in Eq. 11
and make a Fourier transformation,

δni = −V 1

Ns
Re

[∑
q

eiq(Ri−R0)χc(q, iΩn → ω + i0+)|ω=0

]
.

(12)
In Fig. 5, we have plotted the results from the linear
response theory and good agreement with our previous
T -matrix calculation (Fig. 2) has been found.

Because, kL and ka are identical in the symmetric case
µ = U/2. Instead, we investigate the asymmetric case,
e.g. the situation with electron density n = 0.5 in Fig. 6.
(Results for electron density n = 0.4 and n = 0.6 are

FIG. 6. δni for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 with V/t = 0.1 and electron
density is fixed to 0.5.

shown Appendix. C and no physics is changed.) For this
electron density, certain regime of quasi-particle bands
Ek− = εk−µ,Ek+ = εk−µ+U are doubly occupied when
U/t is small, in contrast, only Ek− band will be occupied
when U/t is large. (See corresponding band structure
Ek± in Fig. 7.) Here, although FO is still visible but it is
not easy to distinguish kL and ka, thus we plot χc(q, 0)
(χc(q, 0) ∝ δn(q), the Fourier transformation of δni) in
Fig. 8, which is able to show the dominating wavevector
for charge response.

As one can see from Fig. 8, when U/t = 0, the cor-
rect 2kF singularity of non-interacting electron gas is re-
produced as expected. This means we can approximate
χc(q) as χc(2kF ) and it leads to δni ∼ cos(2kF (Ri −
R0))χc(2kF ). Thus, the correct 2kF oscillation of δni
has been reproduced.

Next, if one enhances the interaction with U/t = 1,
three dominating peaks located in 2k1, 2k2 and 2ka are
found. In this case,

δni ∼ cos(2k1(Ri −R0))χc(2k1) + cos(2k2(Ri −R0))χc(2k2)

+ cos(2ka(Ri −R0))χc(2ka),

and the last one with 2ka singularity appears to be the
final winner. (We will provide an intuitive explanation
later.)

In addition, if U is larger, χc(q, 0) has peak near π,
which is just 2k2 since in this case, only one quasi-particle
band Ek− has been occupied.

Actually, as can be seen in Fig. 7(b), one may consider
2ka = k1 + k2 as the inter-band particle-hole excitation
(scattering) process induced by the HK interaction. In
other words, this can be explained as the inter-band ’2kF ’
singularity, which is in contrast with the intra-band ’2kF ’
singularity like 2k2 in Fig. 7(d). At the same time, we see
that in Eq. 11, the first and the fourth term are mainly
dominated by intra-band particle-hole excitation while
the second and the third term show inter-band particle-
hole excitation. If one considers the numerator in Eq. 11,
e.g. the prefactor of first term (1−nk)(1−nk+q)(fF (εk−
µ)−fF (εk+q−µ)) and the prefactor of third term nk(1−
nk+q)(fF (εk−µ+U)−fF (εk+q−µ)), it is found that the
former one is more mismatched than the latter one, thus
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FIG. 7. The quasi-particle bands Ek− = εk − µ,Ek+ =
εk − µ+ U for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3 with electron density n = 0.5.

FIG. 8. χc(q, 0) for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 with V/t = 0.1 and
electron density is fixed to 0.5.

the inter-band excitation (described by the second and
third term in Eq. 11) wins over the intra-band excitation
(the first and fourth term in Eq. 11). So, we expect that
the charge susceptibility is determined by the average
Fermi surface, which highlights the inter-band particle-
hole excitation.

Therefore, we should conclude that FO in NFL state
with two Fermi surface is determined by the average
Fermi surface while NFL state with only one Fermi sur-
face behaves like usual 2kF singularity.

C. FO at finite temperature

Before ending this section, we try to explore the finite
temperature effect of FO. It is expected that the ther-
mal effect will wash out the sharp jump around Fermi
surface, such that the charge response will be weakened
if elevating temperature. Thus, the amplitude of FO de-
creases when temperature is increased, which can be seen
in Fig. 9. Here, δni for n = 0.5 and n = 1 are shown in
Fig. 9(a) and (b). We see that when T/t . 0.1, the am-
plitude of FO is visible while higher temperature does not
lead to noticeable FO. The amplitude of FO has also been

FIG. 9. δni versus temperature for (a) n = 0.5 and (b)
n = 1.0 with V/t = 0.1, U/t = 2. (c) δn4 denotes amplitude
of FO on the fourth nearest-neighbor site and (d) δn1 is for
the nearest-neighbor site around impurity.

fitted with exponential function ∼ e−T and good agree-
ment with the calculated ones has been found Fig. 9(c)
and (d).

IV. DISCUSSION

A. FO on 2D square lattice

Now, we turn our attention to the 2D square lat-
tice, where the dispersion of electron is chosen to be
εk = −2t(cos kx + cos ky). Generally, the findings in
the 1D situation are still valid in the present 2D square
lattice as can be seen in Figs. 10 and 11, which is not
unexpected since the NFL states in HK model belong to
the same universality class and the effect of space dimen-
sion does not change the nature of NFL. This feature is
quite different from the case in Hubbard model, where
NFL in 1D is faithfully described by the Luttinger liquid
paradigm, however its extension to the most important
2D case is still lacking. In our opinion, such a difference
may result from competing symmetry-breaking states in-
volving charge-density, spin-density and pairing order in
Hubbard model and including these orders for HK-like
model is able to clarify this issue.

Fig. 10 shows δni for U/t = 0 and U/t = 2, and
FO exists in these two situations despite of the latter
one being a NFL. Furthermore, in Fig. 11(b), it is seen
that χc(q, 0) in NFL is dominated by the average Fermi
surface (2ka in the figure) as expected. As comparison
the non-interacting Fermi gas in Fig. 11(a) has the usual
2kF charge response. In addition, the two-Fermi-surface
structure of quasi-particle in NFL exists in Fig. 11(d).
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FIG. 10. δni on square lattice for (a) U/t = 0, (b) U/t = 2
with V/t = 0.1 and electron density is fixed to 0.5.

FIG. 11. χc(q, 0) (a)(b) and nk (c)(d) on square lattice for
U/t = 0 and U/t = 2 with V/t = 0.1 and electron density is
fixed to 0.5.

B. More impurities?

In previous sections, we have studied the details of the
single impurity problem and the clear signature of FO is
shown in metallic NFL states. But, if more impurities
are involved, what will happen? It is expected that if
the density of impurities is small, the interference effect
between impurities can be safely ignored and one just
uses the picture of the single impurity problem. How-
ever, if more impurities exist, interference effect must be
included, which invalidates the T-matrix formalism we
have developed for single impurity case. Although we
cannot make any definite prediction due to the lack of ap-
propriate theoretical formalism, it seems that localization
of electron (Anderson localization) is an inevitable one for
strong impurity scattering. Future study on the interplay
between localization and electron correlation in HK-like
models is desirable and it may relate to the timely issue
of quantum thermalization or many-body localization.62

C. Magnetic impurity

In the main text, only effect from the nonmagnetic
impurity is analyzed. However, we all know that the
understanding on magnetic impurity is an essential is-
sue in condensed matter physics, such as Kondo ef-
fect, Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida exchange interac-
tion and the spin glass state.63,64 It is noted that the
former one has already been explored by poorman’s scal-
ing approach and deviation from usual Kondo impurity
in FL is noticeable.10

Due to the perturbative nature of poorman’s scaling,
the ground-state of Kondo impurity in HK model has
not been established and it seems that the state-of-art
numerical renormalization group, which is very success-
ful on Kondo impurity in non-interacting environment,65
cannot be utilized without nontrivial modification. To
explore the ground-state, it will be helpful to follow the
classic variational wave-function calculation of Yosida as
the first step.66

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTION

In conclusion, we have found that Friedel oscillation
exists in non-Fermi liquid phase in the HK model, which
results from the calculation of T -matrix approximation
and linear response theory. When there exits two-
Fermi-surface structure, inter-band particle-hole excita-
tion dominates and one observes the average Fermi sur-
face. We should emphasize that the two-Fermi-surface
structure in HK model is an intrinsic effect induced by
interaction and no symmetry breaking is involved. This
is in contrast with the usual multi-band system, in which
the bands can appear without electron correlation.

In fact, besides the HK model, the average Fermi
surface structure may naturally arise in many corre-
lated electron systems, e.g. the phenomenological de-
scription of underdoped cuprate in terms of Yang-Rice-
Zhang ansatz,67 Hubbard-I approximation solution of
Hubbard model, Falicov-Kimball model and Ising-Kondo
lattice.55,68–70 Thus, it is interesting to examine whether
the finding in this work is still valid in those more real-
istic systems, which contributes to our understanding on
high-temperature cuprate superconductivity.

For future study, considering the recent progress on
superconductivity in HK-like models,6,8,9,13 it will be in-
teresting to explore the impurity effect in those supercon-
ducting phases in terms of the framework developed in
this work. Since the superconducting phases in HK mod-
els are rather different from the usual Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer pairing state, we expect that impurity effect
will be a good guide to identify the mentioned ones.

Therefore, we hope our work here provides a useful
framework to understand Friedel oscillation and related
impurity effect in exotic correlated electron models like
HKmodel. Certain extensions of our work will contribute
to the exploration of impurity effect in generic strongly
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correlated electron systems.
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Appendix A: Derivation of singe-particle Green’s
function

Follow the treatment of Hubbard model,55 let us de-
fine the single-particle Green’s function as Gσ(k, ω) =

〈〈ĉkσ|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω, which is just the Fourier transformation of
the retarded Green’s function

Gσ(k, t) = −iθ(t)〈[ĉkσ(t), ĉ†kσ]+〉.

Then, in terms of

[ĉkσ, Ĥ] = (εk − µ)ĉkσ + Uĉkσn̂kσ̄,

[ĉkσn̂kσ̄, Ĥ] = (εk − µ+ U)ĉkσn̂kσ̄,

we find

ω〈〈ĉkσ|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω = 1+(εk−µ)〈〈ĉkσ|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω+U〈〈ĉkσn̂kσ̄|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω

and

ω〈〈ĉkσn̂kσ̄|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω = 〈n̂kσ̄〉+ (εk − µ+U)〈〈ĉkσn̂kσ̄|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω

Since above equations are closed, we obtain

〈〈ĉkσn̂kσ̄|ĉ†kσ〉〉ω =
〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω − εk + µ− U

and

Gσ(k, ω) =
1 + U〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω−(εk−µ+U)

ω − (εk − µ)

=
1− 〈n̂kσ̄〉

ω − (εk − µ)
+

〈n̂kσ̄〉
ω − (εk − µ+ U)

which is just the wanted Eq. 4 in the main text.

Appendix B: Charge susceptibility of
non-interacting electron

For self-content, we derive the non-interacting formula
for charge susceptibility as follows. Firstly, we transfor-
mation χc(Ri, R0, τ) into momentum-energy space via

χ(0)
c (Ri, R0, τ) =

1

βNs

∑
Ωn

∑
q

eiq(Ri−R0)−iΩnτχ(0)
c (q,Ωn).

(B1)

FIG. 12. δni for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 with V/t = 0.1 and
electron density is fixed to 0.4.

Then, it is straightforward to derive

χ(0)
c (q,Ωn) =

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
∑
j

e−iqRjχ(0)
c (Rj , 0, τ)

=
∑
σ,σ′

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
∑
j

e−iqRj

× 〈T̂τ ĉ†jσ(τ)ĉjσ(τ)ĉ†0σ′ ĉ0σ′〉

=
1

N2
s

∑
k1,k2,k3,k4

∑
σ,σ′

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτ
∑
j

e−iqRj

× e−ik1Rjeik2Rj 〈T̂τ ĉ†k1σ
(τ)ĉk2σ(τ)ĉ†k3σ′ ĉk4σ′〉

Then, using the standard Wick theorem, we find

χ(0)
c (q,Ωn) =

−1

Ns

∑
k1,σ

∫ β

0

dτeiΩnτG(0)
σ (k1 + q, τ)G(0)

σ (k1,−τ)

=
−1

Nsβ

∑
k1,ωn,σ

G(0)
σ (k1 + q, ωn + Ωn)G(0)

σ (k1, ωn)

(B2)

Now, if we use the free electron Green’s function
G

(0)
σ (k, ωn) = 1

iωn−(εk−µ) , it is found that

χ(0)
c (q,Ωn) =

−2

Nsβ

∑
k1,ωn

1

iωn − (εk − µ)

× 1

iωn + iΩn − (εk+q − µ)

=
2

Ns

∑
k1

fF (εk+q − µ)− fF (εk − µ)

iΩn − εk+q + εk
.

which is the textbook result for non-interacting electron
gas.

Appendix C: δni for electron density n = 0.4 and
n = 0.6 from linear response theory

In the main text, we have given the FO results for elec-
tron density n = 0.5 in terms of linear response theory.



10

FIG. 13. δni for U/t = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 with V/t = 0.1 and
electron density is fixed to 0.6.

To see whether the physics depends on the choice of elec-
tron density, here the results for n = 0.4 and n = 0.6
are shown in Figs. 12 and 13. It is clearly that, just as
the case of n = 0.5, there also exists FO for n = 0.4
and n = 0.6. Therefore, we may say that the NFL state
indeed exhibits FO for generic electron filling.
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