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Understanding the origin of electron incoherence is believed to be the first step toward the resolu-
tion of the mysteries of the high-Tc cuprate superconductors. Such electron incoherence manifests
itself most evidently in the non-Drude form of the optical absorption spectrum of the system. The
spectral weight transfer related to such dissipative response, which is absent in conventional Fermi
liquid metal, has direct consequence on the dc transport property of the system. However, a theo-
retical study of the optical conductivity of a strongly correlated model is a formidable task. Here
we present an exact formula for the optical conductivity of the 2D Hubbard model from the low
energy effective theory perspective. We show that the optical conductivity in Matsubara frequency
of the 2D Hubbard model can be represented as the ensemble average of the optical conductivity
of non-interacting systems in the background of fluctuating local moment. We find that such an
ensemble average can be done exactly with a sign-problem-free Monte Carlo simulation if we assume
the widely adopted Millis-Monien-Pines spin susceptibility for the fluctuating local moment. For
thermal fluctuation of the local moment, our formula can be used to calculate directly the optical
conductivity in real frequency which can be compared with the result of optical measurements in
the cuprate superconductors.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

An understanding of the non-Fermi liquid behavior is
believed to be the first step toward the resolution of the
mystery in the high-Tc cuprate superconductors. A well
known example of such non-Fermi liquid behavior is the
non-Drude form of its optical absorption spectrum1–3.
More specifically, the optical absorption in the cuprate
superconductors exhibits a much slower decay with fre-
quency than that in conventional fermi liquid metal and
remains substantial even at the energy scale of the band
width. It is generally believed that such an anomalous
behavior should be attributed to the strong correlation
effect in the cuprate superconductors, since neither the
electron-phonon coupling nor the impurity scattering is
expected to induce optical absorption at such a high en-
ergy scale. We note that according to the optical sum
rule, a study of electron incoherence at the energy scale
of the band width can shed important light on the trans-
port behavior of the system at low energy, for example,
the dc resistivity in the normal state and the superfluid
density in the superconducting state.

For a purely electronic model, strong electron incoher-
ence is usually attributed to the scattering of the electron
with some kind of collective fluctuation of the electron.
However, such collective fluctuation usually gain appre-
ciable spectral weight only when the system is close to
the transition toward some symmetry breaking phase and
thus usually has an energy scale much smaller than the
band width. Rather than such soft mode, a broad spec-
tral continuum is needed to understand the origin of the
electron incoherence in the cuprates4. Such a continuum
should also be ubiquitous in the phase diagram of the
cuprate superconductors, since the non-Drude behavior
is not limited to any particular doping.

The fluctuation of the local moment in a doped Mott
insulator may just provide such a broad and ubiqui-
tous continuum. In a doped Mott insulator such as
the cuprate superconductor, the local moment remains
well-defined even when the magnetic long range order
is totally suppressed by doping since its existence is
protected by the strong electron correlation effect in
the system. Indeed, RIXS measurements in the last
decade find that spin-wave-like paramagnon fluctuation
exists ubiquitously in the phase diagram of the cuprate
superconductors5,6. The energy scale, dispersion, and its
integrated spectral weight are found to be almost doping
independent. It is very likely that the electron incoher-
ence as manifested in the non-Drude optical absorption
behavior has its origin in such ubiquitous paramagnetic
fluctuation.

The dual nature of electron in the cuprate as both
itinerant quasiparticles and local moments poses a seri-
ous challenge to theory. However, at a phenomenolog-
ical level, one can treat these two kinds of movements
as independent degree of freedoms and assume a phe-
nomenological coupling between them. The result is the
so called spin-fermion model7,8. At a more microscopic
level, one can justify such a separation of the electron de-
gree of freedom in the renormalization group perspective.
The spin-fermion model has been extensively used in the
study of the high Tc cuprates. In particular, the the-
ory provides a natural understanding on the origin of the
d-wave pairing in the superconducting state. The scat-
tering from the antiferromagnetic spin fluctuation is also
believed to be responsible for the large electron scattering
rate and the pseudogap phenomena in the normal state.
However, an exact treatment of the effect of the antifer-
romagnetic spin fluctuation in the spin-fermion model is
difficult. For example, the calculation of the optical con-
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ductivity of the spin-fermion model is usually done at low
perturbative order8,9, with the vertex correction treated
at different level of accuracy.

Here we present an exact formula for the optical con-
ductivity of the 2D Hubbard model based on an effec-
tive theory description of the fluctuation of the local mo-
ment in the system. Our formalism follows closely that
adopted in Ref.[10]. We find that the optical conduc-
tivity of the interacting system can be represented as
the ensemble average of the optical conductivity of non-
interacting systems in the background of fluctuating lo-
cal moment. We find further that the simulation of such
local moment fluctuation is free from the notorious nega-
tive sign problem in either the high temperature limit or
the Gaussian limit. In particular, we find that the simu-
lation of the local moment fluctuation in the spin-fermion
model is free from the negative sign problem and can be
done in a numerical exact manner. We have applied our
formula to study the effect of thermal spin fluctuation on
the optical conductivity of the cuprate superconductors.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section
we present a derivation of an exact formula for the optical
conductivity of the Hubbard model in terms of an effec-
tive theory description of the local moment fluctuation.
In the third section, we present an analysis of the nega-
tive sign problem in the Monte Carlo simulation of the
local moment fluctuation. The fourth section is devoted
to a case study on the effect of thermal spin fluctuation
on the optical conductivity of the cuprate superconduc-
tors. The last section concludes the paper and discuss
the possible generalization of the current computation
scheme to the study of other physical quantities.

II. AN EXACT FORMULA FOR THE OPTICAL
CONDUCTIVITY OF THE HUBBARD MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the Hubbard model studied in this
paper is given by

H = −
∑
i,j,α

ti,jc
†
i,αcj,α + U

∑
i

ni,↑ni,↓ − µ
∑
i,α

ni,α (1)

in which α =↑, ↓ denotes the spin index of the electron.
ti,j denotes the hopping integral between site i and site

j. ni,α = c†i,αci,α.
To compute the optical conductivity of the model, we

couple the electron to an electromagnetic field through
the following Peierls substitution

ti,j → t̃i,j [A] = ti,je
iA(t)·(ri−rj) (2)

Here A(t) is the vector potential defined on the bond
connecting site i and site j. Since we are considering the
optical conductivity of the system we can assume that the
vector potential is spatially uniform. We have adopted
the convention ℏ = e = c = kB = a = 1 for convenience.
Here a is the lattice constant.

Since we will focus on the imaginary time formalism
in the following, we will consider A(τ) instead of A(t).
A(τ) can be decomposed in frequency space as

A(τ) =
∑
iωn

A(iωn)e
−iωnτ (3)

in which ωn = 2nπkBT denotes the bosonic Mastubara
frequency. The electric current is given by the derivative
of the free energy functional F [A] = −T lnZ[A] with
respect to the electromagnetic potential

J(iωn) = − ∂F [A]

∂A(−iωn)
(4)

Within the functional path integral formalism, the par-
tition functional Z[A] can be represented as

Z[A] = Tre−βH[A] =

∫
D[ψ,ψ†]e−S[ψ,ψ†,A] (5)

in which ψ and ψ† represent the Grassmannian variables
corresponding to the fermion operator c and c†, β = 1/T .
The action is given by

S[ψ,ψ†,A] =

∫ β

0

dτ(ψ†∂τψ +H[ψ,ψ†,A]) (6)

Here we have made the abbreviation

ψ†∂τψ =
∑
i,α

ψ†
i,α∂τψi,α (7)

The functional H[ψ,ψ†,A] is given by

H[ψ,ψ†,A] = −
∑
i,j,α

t̃i,j [A]ψ†
i,αψj,α

− 2U

3

∑
i

si · si − µ
∑
i,α

ψ†
i,αψi,α (8)

with

si =
1

2

∑
α,α′

ψ†
i,ασα,α′ψi,α′ , (9)

Here σ is the usual spin Pauli matrix. In deriving this
equation we have used the following operator identity

Uni,↑ni,↓ = −2U

3
ŝi · ŝi +

U

2
(ni,↑ + ni,↓) (10)

where

ŝi =
1

2

∑
α,α′

c†i,ασα,α′ci,α′ (11)

is the spin density operator on site i. We have also ab-
sorbed the shift of the chemical potential into a redefini-
tion of µ.
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The quartic term in the action can be treated by the
Hubbard-Strotonovich(HS) transformation of the follow-
ing form

e
2U
3 si·si = Λ

∫
dϕ⃗i exp{−U

6
ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i +

2U

3
ϕ⃗i · si} (12)

in which Λ is an unimportant constant. Inserting this
expression into Eq.5, we have

Z[A] =

∫
D[ψ,ψ†]D[ϕ⃗]e−

∫ β
0
dτ(ψ†∂τψ+H

ϕ⃗
[ψ,ψ†,A]) (13)

in which

Hϕ⃗[ψ,ψ
†,A] = −

∑
i,j,α

t̃i,j [A]ψ†
i,αψj,α

− 2U

3

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · si − µ
∑
i,α

ψ†
i,αψi,α

+
U

6

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i (14)

The action is now quadratic in the fermion field ψ,
which can be integrated out to generate the effective ac-

tion of the HS field ϕ⃗. It takes the form of

Z[A] =

∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−S̃eff [ϕ⃗,A] (15)

with the action given by

S̃eff [ϕ⃗,A] =

∫ β

0

dτ
U

6

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i

− Tr ln([∂τ − µ− U

3
ϕ⃗i · σ]δi,j − t̃i,j [A])

(16)

Here the argument of the logarithmic function should be
understood as a matrix in the space made up of the direct
product of the lattice site, the spin, and the imaginary
time. We have omitted possible identity matrix in the
space of the imaginary time and spin.

To derive the electromagnetic response of the system
at the linear order, we follow Ref.[10] and separate t̃i,j [A]
into two parts as follows

t̃i,j [A] = ti,j + vi,j [A] (17)

in which

vi,j [A] = ti,j(e
iA(τ)·(ri−rj) − 1) (18)

It can be expanded in A as follows

vi,j [A] =

∞∑
n=1

v
(n)
i,j (19)

in which v
(n)
i,j is the n-th order term in the expansion. For

example

v
(1)
i,j = iti,jA · (ri − rj) =

∑
iωn

ji,j ·A(iωn)e
−iωnτ

v
(2)
i,j = − ti,j

2
(A · (ri − rj))

2

= −1

2

∑
iωn,iω′

n

A(iωn) Ki,jA(iω′
n)e

−i(ωn+ω
′
n)τ

(20)

in which

ji,j = iti,j(ri − rj)

Ki,j = ti,j(ri − rj)(ri − rj) (21)

are the current vector and the inverse effective mass ten-
sor. For later convenience, we define

ji,j(iωn) = ji,je
−iωnτ

Ki,j(iωn) = Ki,je
−iωnτ (22)

The effective action S̃eff can then be rewritten as

S̃eff [ϕ⃗,A] =

∫ β

0

dτ
U

6

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i

− Tr ln(−G−1[ϕ⃗]− v[A]) (23)

in which

G−1
iα,jα′ [ϕ⃗] = −(∂τ − µ− U

3
ϕ⃗i · σαα′)δi,j + ti,j (24)

denotes the inverse Green’s function of the electron in
the presence of the spin fluctuation field ϕ⃗. We can thus
define

S̃eff [ϕ⃗,A] = Seff [ϕ⃗]− Tr ln(I +G[ϕ⃗]v[A]) (25)

in which

Seff [ϕ⃗] =

∫ β

0

dτ
U

6

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i − Tr ln(−G−1[ϕ⃗]) (26)

denotes the action of the spin fluctuation in the absence
of the external electromagnetic field. We thus have

Z[A] =

∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗]eTr ln(I+G[ϕ⃗]v[A]) (27)

To calculate the current at the linear order in the elec-
tromagnetic field we only need to expand the free energy
F to the second order in A. Noting that v[A] is at least
of the first order in A, up to the second order in A we
have

Tr ln(I +Gv) ≈ Tr(Gv)− 1

2
Tr(Gv)2 (28)
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and

eTr ln(I+Gv) ≈ 1+Tr(Gv)− 1

2
Tr(Gv)2+

1

2
(Tr(Gv))2 (29)

Thus up to the second order in A the free energy of the
system is given by

F = −T lnZ

≈ −T ln

∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗][1 + Tr(Gv)

− 1

2
Tr(Gv)2 +

1

2
(Tr(Gv))2]

≈ −T ln

∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗][1 + Tr(Gv(2))

− 1

2
Tr(Gv(1))2 +

1

2
(Tr(Gv(1)))2]

(30)

Here we have used the result∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗]Tr(Gv(1)) = 0 (31)

This identity can be proved by noting the inversion sym-

metry of effective action Seff [ϕ⃗] with respect to ϕ⃗.
Expanding the logarithmic function we arrive at the

following formula

F = −T lnZ

≈ F [0]− T ln[1 + ⟨Tr(Gv(2))⟩

− 1

2
⟨Tr(Gv(1))2⟩+ 1

2
⟨(Tr(Gv(1)))2⟩]

≈ F [0]− T ⟨Tr(Gv(2))⟩

+
1

2
T ⟨Tr(Gv(1))2⟩ − 1

2
T ⟨(Tr(Gv(1)))2⟩ (32)

Here

F [0] = −T ln

∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗] (33)

is the free energy in the absence of the external field.
⟨O⟩ denotes the ensemble average over the fluctuating

filed configuration ϕ⃗. It is defined as

⟨O⟩ =
∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗]O∫
D[ϕ⃗]e−Seff [ϕ⃗]

(34)

The three terms in the last line of Eq.32 are calculated
as follows. Inserting the expression of v(2) we have

⟨Tr(Gv(2))⟩ = −1

2

∑
iωn,iω′

n

A(iωn)⟨Tr[GK(iωn+iωn′ ]⟩A(iω′
n)

(35)
Since the system is time translational invariant, we ex-
pect

⟨Tr[GK(iωn + iωn′)]⟩ ∝ δωn+ω′
n,0

(36)

Thus we have

⟨Tr(Gv(2))⟩ = −1

2

∑
iωn

A(iωn)⟨Tr[GK]⟩A(−iωn) (37)

Similarly, by inserting the expression of v(1) we have

⟨Tr(Gv(1))2⟩ =
∑

iωn,iω′
n

A(iωn)⟨Tr[Gj(iωn)Gj(iωn′)]⟩A(iω′
n)

(38)
Using again the time translational symmetry of the sys-
tem, the expectation value is nonzero only when ω+ω′ =
0. We thus have

⟨Tr(Gv(1))2⟩ =
∑
iωn

A(iωn)⟨Tr[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)]⟩A(−iωn)

(39)
The last term is given by

⟨(Tr(Gv(1)))2⟩
=

∑
iωn,iω′

n

A(iωn)⟨Tr[Gj(iωn)]Tr[Gj(iωn′)]⟩A(iω′
n)

(40)

This expression is also nonzero only when ωn + ω′
n = 0.

We thus have

⟨(Tr(Gv(1)))2⟩ =
∑
iωn

A(iωn)⟨ Tr[Gj(iωn)]

× Tr[Gj(−iωn)] ⟩A(−iωn) (41)

Collecting all these three terms we get the expansion of
the free energy to the second order in the vector potential
as follows

F ≈ F [0] +
1

2

∑
iωn

A(iωn)(K + C(iωn))A(−iωn) (42)

in which

K = T ⟨Tr[GK]⟩
C(iωn) = T ⟨Trc[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)]⟩ (43)

Here

Trc[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)] = Tr[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)]
− Tr[Gj(iωn)]Tr[Gj(−iωn)]

(44)

denotes the connected part of the current-current corre-
lation function for a given configuration of the fluctuation

field ϕ⃗. Here both K and C(iωn) should be understood
as rank-2 tensors.
Differentiating the free energy with respect to the vec-

tor potential we get

J(iωn) = − ∂F

∂A(−iωn)
= −(K + C(iωn))A(iωn) (45)
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The (imaginary frequency)optical conductivity of the
system is then given by

σ(iωn) =
K + C(iωn)

ωn
(46)

Thus the (imaginary frequency)optical conductivity of
the interacting system is simply the ensemble average
of the optical conductivity of the non-interacting system

in the background of fluctuating field ϕ⃗.

III. MONTE CARLO SIMULATION OF THE
OPTICAL CONDUCTIVITY OF THE HUBBARD
MODEL AND THE NEGATIVE SIGN PROBLEM

Both K and C(iω) in Eq.46 can be evaluated in prin-

ciple if we know the form of Seff [ϕ⃗], namely, the effective
action of the fluctuating moment. For example, this can
be done numerically by Monte Carlo sampling over the

distribution e−Seff [ϕ⃗] if it is positive definite. This is
generally not true as a result of the notorious negative
sign problem in quantum Monte Carlo simulation. How-

ever, it can be shown that e−Seff [ϕ⃗] is positive definite in
some important limiting cases that interest us. Here we
will assume that the system has a general incommensu-
rate filling so that there is no symmetry to guarantee the
exact cancelation of the negative sign problem11.

The first interesting case is the high temperature limit
in which β → 0. We can now ignore the time depen-

dence of the fluctuation field ϕ⃗. In such a case, Seff [ϕ⃗]
is nothing but the free energy of the band electron in

the background of a static Zeeman field 2U
3 ϕ⃗i, which is

obviously a real number. Thus an accurate estimate of
the optical conductivity of the Hubbard model can be
obtained at sufficiently high temperature.

The second interesting case is the Gaussian limit when
we retain only the quadratic term in the expansion of the

effective action Seff [ϕ⃗] in ϕ⃗i. More specifically, since

Tr ln(−G−1[ϕ⃗]) = Tr ln(−G−1
0 − 2U

3
ϕ⃗i · si)

= Tr ln(−G−1
0 ) + Tr ln[I+

2U

3
G0ϕ⃗i · si]

= Tr ln(−G−1
0 )−

∑
n

(−2U/3)n

n
Tr[G0ϕ⃗i · si]n

(47)

to second order in ϕ⃗ we have

S
(2)
eff [ϕ⃗] ≈

∑
q

[
U

6
− 2U2

9
χ0(q)]ϕ⃗q · ϕ⃗−q + const (48)

Here q = (q, iωn) is a more condensed notation for the
wave vector and the Mastubara frequency of the fluctu-

ating field ϕ⃗, const is an unimportant real constant. The
bare susceptibility of the band electron is given by

χ0(q) = Tr[G0sqG0s−q] (49)

in which sq denotes the Fourier component of the spin
density operator at wave vector q and Mastubara fre-
quency iωn. Using the property that χ0(q) = χ0(−q) =
(χ0(q))

∗ and that ϕ⃗−q = ϕ⃗∗q we know that S
(2)
eff [ϕ⃗] is a

real number and thus e−Seff [ϕ⃗] is positive-definite in the
Gaussian limit.
More generally, using the fact that the matrix G0 =

[−(∂τ−µ)δi,j+ti,j ]−1 is real and spin rotational invariant,
it can be shown that all terms in the expansion in Eq.47

are real. However, this does not imply that e−Seff [ϕ⃗]

is always positive-definite since the expansion in Eq.47
may not converge. In fact, the expansion of the matrix

ln[I+ 2U
3 G0ϕ⃗i ·si] becomes ill-defined when I+ 2U

3 G0ϕ⃗i ·si
is not positive-definite.
An exact treatment of the negative sign problem is

challenging. However, in line with the spirit of the ran-
dom phase approximation, it is reasonable to argue that
the field configuration with a non-positive-definite weight
should be unimportant to the path integral as a result of
the destructive interference of its fast fluctuating phase.
An approximate action for the remaining field configura-
tions with a positive-definite weight can be constructed in
the same way as we derive the low energy effective theory

of an interacting model. To the lowest order in ϕ⃗, we can
simply supplement the positive-definite Gaussian term
with the usual local ϕ4 term, which is positive-definite.
Thus, while it is in general impossible to solve exactly
the negative sign problem in the Monte Carlo simulation
of an interacting model, a simulation of an approximate
action of its low energy physics is still possible.
A more radical way to proceed is to start directly

from a phenomenological guess of Seff [ϕ⃗]. A well known
such example is the spin-fermion model proposed at the
early stage of cuprate superconductivity study, in which

Seff [ϕ⃗] is assumed to take the following Gaussian form

Seff [ϕ⃗] =
1

2

∫ β

0

dτ

∫ β

0

dτ ′
∑
q

χ−1(q, τ−τ ′)ϕ⃗q(τ)·ϕ⃗−q(τ
′)

(50)
Here χ(q, τ − τ ′) denotes the generalized susceptibility
of the local moment system. A widely adopted form for
it is proposed by Millis, Monien and Pines(MMP) in the
early 1990s7 and reads

χ(q, iωn) =
χ(Q)

1 + (q−Q)2ξ2 + |ωn|/ωsf
(51)

Here χ(Q) denotes the static susceptibility at the antifer-
romagnetic wave vector Q = (π, π). ξ measures the cor-
relation length of the antiferromagnetic fluctuation of the
local moment. ωsf is the characteristic frequency of the
Landau damped fluctuation of the local moment in the
background of itinerant quasiparticles. These parameters
should all be understood as phenomenological variables
to be determined from fitting experimental spin fluctu-
ation spectrum. At a more microscopic level, the MMP
form of χ can be derived from the expansion of the RPA
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susceptibility around an antiferromagnetic quantum crit-
ical point, in which χ(Q) ∝ ξ2, ωsf ∝ ξ−2.
An important property of the MMP susceptibility is

that it is real in imaginary frequency. This actually
holds more generally for any physical susceptibility, as
can shown from its spectral representation. More specif-
ically, we have

χ(q, iωn) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
dω′ R(q, ω

′)

iωn − ω′

= − 1

π

∫ ∞

0

ω′R(q, ω′)

ω2
n + ω′2 (52)

Here we have used the property R(q, ω) = −R(q,−ω) for
the real spectral function. Thus a Monte Carlo simula-

tion of the distribution e−Seff [ϕ⃗] is free from the negative
sign problem. In real computation, a ϕ4 term can be

added to Seff [ϕ⃗] to aid the stability of the simulation.
From such a simulation, we can obtain both K and

C(iω) faithfully and thus the optical conductivity in
imaginary frequency. To obtain the optical conductiv-
ity in real frequency, a Wick rotation iω → ω + i0+ is
needed. Such a Wick rotation can be done through nu-
merical analytic continuation. Even though such a nu-
merical procedure suffers from the ambiguity related to
the exponential suppression in the Boltzmann weight at
large imaginary time, σ(iωn) along already contains im-
portant information that can be used as consistent check
of the theoretical results.

IV. A CASE STUDY: THE OPTICAL
CONDUCTIVITY IN THE PRESENCE OF
ANTIFERROMAGNETIC THERMAL SPIN

FLUCTUATION

The calculation simplifies greatly if we restricted our-
self to the situation of thermal fluctuation of the local
moment, as is considered in the study of Ref.[9]. In
such a situation, there is no time dependence in the field

ϕ⃗ and the electron Green’s function is diagonal in the
Mastubara frequency. Denoting the single particle eigen-
states of Hϕ⃗[ψ,ψ

†,A = 0] as ψmi,α with the corresponding

eigenvalue as Em, we have

Giα,jα′(iνn) =
∑
m

ψmiα ψ
m∗
jα′

iνn − Em
(53)

in which iνn = (2n+1)πkBT is the fermionic Mastubara
frequency. We thus have

K = T ⟨Tr[GK]⟩
= ⟨T

∑
iνn

∑
i,j,α

Giα,jα(iνn)Kj,i⟩

= ⟨
∑

i,j,m,α

f(Em) ψm∗
jα Kj,iψ

m
iα ⟩ (54)

The paramagnetic kernel C(iωn) can be found similarly.
Noting that

Tr[Gj(iωn)] = 0 (55)

for iωn ̸= 0 since ϕ⃗ is now time independent, we have

C(iωn) = T ⟨Tr[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)]⟩ (56)

in which

TTr[Gj(iωn)Gj(−iωn)]
= T

∑
iνn

∑
i,j,k,l,αα′

Giα,jα′(iνn + iωn)jj,kGkα′,lα(iνn)jl,i

= T
∑
iνn

∑
m,m′

j2m,m′

(iνn + iωn − Em)(iνn − Em′)

=
∑
m,m′

j2m,m′
f(Em′)− f(Em)

iωn − (Em − Em′)
(57)

Here

j2m,m′ =
∑

i,j,k,l,αα′

(ψm∗
jα′jj,kψ

m′

kα′)× (ψm
′∗

lα jl,iψ
m
iα) (58)

After the analytic continuation, we find that the regu-
lar part of the optical conductivity is given by

σreg(ω) = − ImCR(ω + i0+)

ω

= ⟨ π
ω

∑
m,m′

j2m,m′ × [f(Em′)− f(Em)]

× δ(ω − [Em − Em′ ]) ⟩ (59)

We note that σreg(ω) should be understood as a rank-
2 tensor. Using the rotational symmetry of the system
it can be shown that σreg(ω) is diagonal and σregxx (ω) =
σregyy (ω). Here we will focus on σregxx (ω).
In the following, we apply this formula to study the

effect of thermal spin fluctuation on the optical conduc-
tivity of the cuprate superconductors. We will use the
same form of the spin susceptibility as adopted in Ref.[9],
which reads

χ(q, iωn) =
χ0

ξ−2 + (q−Q)2
δiωn,0 (60)

This amounts to take the limit
ωsf

kBT
→ 0 in Eq. 51. The

effective action Seff [ϕ⃗] then takes the form of

Seff [ϕ⃗] =
β

2

∑
i,j

χ−1
i,j ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗j (61)

with

χ−1
i,j =

1

N

∑
q

χ−1(q)eiq·(ri−rj) (62)

To perform numerical simulation we now formulate the
problem on a finite square lattice with L×L lattice sites.
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Periodic boundary condition will be assumed in both di-
mensions. To be compatible with such a lattice regu-
lation, we make the following replacement in the phe-
nomenological susceptibility Eq.60

(q−Q)2 → 4 + 2[cos(qx) + cos(qy)] (63)

We then have

χ−1
i,j =

1

χ0
[(4 + ξ−2)δi,j + δri−rj ,δ] (64)

in which δ denotes the four nearest-neighboring vectors

on the square lattice. The effective action for ϕ⃗ then
becomes

Seff [ϕ⃗] =
β(4 + ξ−2)

2χ0

∑
i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i+
β

2χ0

∑
i,δ

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i+δ (65)

We perform standard Monte Carlo sampling over the

distribution e−Seff [ϕ⃗] with the Metropolis algorithm.

Since the three components of ϕ⃗ fluctuate independently
in the Gaussian limit, the sampling reduces to that of
three independent Gaussian distributions. At the same

time, since the parameter βχ−1
0 in Seff [ϕ⃗] can be ab-

sorbed into a redefinition of the integration variable ϕ⃗,
with the only effect being replacing U by Ũ = U

√
χ0/β

in Hϕ⃗[ψ,ψ
†,A = 0], we will set βχ−1

0 = 1 and treat Ũ as

a free parameter in the following. Ũ measures the overall
strength of the coupling between the antiferromagnetic
spin fluctuation and the electron. Another free parame-
ter in our calculation is the spin correlation length ξ. We
will consider a tight binding model with only the nearest
and the next-nearest neighboring hopping integrals. The
band parameters are set to be t′ = −0.3t, with t and t′

the hopping integrals between the nearest and the next-
nearest-neighboring sites. In the following, we will use t
as the unit of energy.

We have generated 6400 statistically independent ther-

mal fluctuation configurations ϕ⃗ from the distribution

e−Seff [ϕ⃗] using the Metropolis algorithm. The optical
conductivity of the system is computed by averaging the
optical conductivity for each of these 6400 configurations.
Here we will be satisfied with a qualitative understand-
ing of the physical consequence of the thermal spin fluc-
tuation, rather a quantitative comparison with the de-
tailed doping and temperature dependence of the mea-
sured optical spectrum in the cuprate superconductors.
We thus perform the calculation at a typical temperature
of kBT = 0.1t and set chemical potential to be µ = −t,
which corresponds to a doping level of 15%. All calcula-
tions are performed on a lattice with L × L = 400 sites
and with periodic boundary condition in both the x and
the y-direction.

The calculated optical conductivity is shown in Fig.1
for various set of parameters. In our calculation, we have
treated Ũ and ξ as two independent parameters, although
in reality both of them are temperature dependent quan-
tities. The results presented in Fig.1 should thus only be

0 2 4 6 8 1 0
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2 0 0

4 0 0

σreg
(ω)

ω
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 U = 3
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 U = 6
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ξ = 1
( a )
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FIG. 1: The optical conductivity of the system when we as-
sume an action of the form Eq.65 for the thermally fluctuating
moment. Here we have treated Ũ and ξ as two independent
parameters, although in reality both Ũ and ξ are tempera-
ture dependent quantities. The energy is measured in unit
of t and and we have set kBT = 0.1t for the electron. The
δ-function peak is broadened into a Lorentzian peak of width
0.03t in the calculation. The calculation is done on a lattice
with L× L = 400 sites.
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understood at a qualitative ground. For small Ũ , σreg(ω)
is seen to be dominated by a Drude peak at low energy.
This is to be contrasted with the behavior at large Ũ ,
in which case the optical spectrum is dominated by a
broad mid-infrared peak extending to the energy scale of
the band width. In between these two limits, the opti-
cal spectrum exhibits a two-component structure with a
Drude peak at low frequency and a mid-infrared peak at
higher frequency. Such a two-component character be-
comes increasingly more evident with the increase of the
correlation length of the local moment fluctuation. We
find that the low energy Drude peak can be attributed to
the residual electron density of state near the fermi level
in the presence of the thermal spin fluctuation.

A two-component structure has been indeed ob-
served in the optical spectrum of the cuprate
superconductors1–3. However, the Drude peak predicted
here is much too weak to be consistent with the exper-
imental observations. Such a discrepancy should be at-
tributed to the neglect of the quantum nature of the local
moment fluctuation. In fact, the neglect of τ -dependence

in ϕ⃗i(τ) becomes invalid for electron transition below
some characteristic energy of the order of ωsf , whence
the quantum nature of the spin fluctuation becomes im-
portant. This is particularly the case in the hole-doped
cuprate superconductors since its spin fluctuation is more
dynamical than that in the electron-doped cuprate su-
perconductors. Such a quantum effect is expected to
recover partially the electron density of state near the
fermi level from the SDW gapping caused by the ther-
mal spin fluctuation and is thus expected to enhance the
spectral weight contained in the Drude peak. On the
other hand, the mid-infrared weight is not expected to
be significantly influenced by such an effect since it is lo-
cated at an energy significantly higher than ωsf . From
the discussion presented in the last section, we know that
an exact treatment of such a quantum effect is possible
with sign-problem-free quantum Monte Carlo simulation
in the spin-fermion model framework. Such a study will
be pursued in an independent work.

To be complete, we also present the result for the opti-
cal conductivity when we assume a non-Gaussian action
off the following form

Seff [ϕ⃗] = η
∑
i,δ

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i+δ (66)

The non-Gaussian nature of this action is encoded in the
following constraint on the fluctuating field ϕ⃗i

ϕ⃗i · ϕ⃗i = 1 (67)

η is a constant introduced to tune the correlation length
of the fluctuating moment. Such an action describes the
thermal fluctuation in the renormalized classical regime
of a Heisenberg antiferromagnet14. This is thought to be
relevant to the situation of the electron-doped cuprate
superconductors15, in which the spin fluctuation is more
long-range correlated and more static. We have sampled

such a distribution with the heat bath algorithm supple-
mented by the over-relaxation update on the unit vector

ϕ⃗i
12,13. The desired correlation length ξ is achieved by

tuning the value of the parameter η. The obtained op-
tical conductivity is shown in Fig.2 for various value of
Ũ and ξ. When compared to the result we got for the
Gaussian action above, the two-component character in
the optical spectrum becomes even more evident. It is in-
teresting to compare these results with the observations
in the electron-doped cuprate superconductors.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we have derived an exact formula for the
optical conductivity of the Hubbard model. We find that
the optical conductivity of the system can be represented
as the ensemble average of the optical conductivity of
non-interacting systems coupled to fluctuating moments.
We find that the notorious negative sign problem in the
Monte Carlo sampling of the distribution of such fluctu-
ating moments disappears in two important limits. The
first is the high temperature limit in which only thermal
spin fluctuation matters. The second is the Gaussian
limit which becomes valid when we are concerned with
the weakly correlated regime of the system.
It is interesting to note that the occurrence of the neg-

ative sign problem is directly related to the nonlinearity
effect in the spin fluctuation, which again is closely re-
lated to the formation of local moment in the system.
This implies the possibility of solving the negative sign
problem by finding a sign-problem-free approximation for
the non-Gaussian action of the fluctuating local moment
that preserve the essential physics of the problem. We
find that the conventional ϕ4 approximation of the non-
Gaussian term just fulfills such a need. We thus think
that the combination of the low energy effective theory
consideration and the standard quantum Monte Carlo
simulation can be very fruitful in the numerical study of
strongly correlated electron models. A prominent exam-
ple of this kind is the spin-fermion model, for which we
show that the quantum Monte Carlo simulation is free
from the negative sign problem.
In this paper, we have applied our formula to study

the effect of the thermal spin fluctuation on the opti-
cal conductivity of the cuprate superconductors. Using
a Millis-Monien-Pines type Gaussian effective action for
the fluctuating moment, we have simulated how the op-
tical conductivity evolves with the correlation length ξ
and the overall strength of the local moment fluctua-
tion Ũ . The optical conductivity calculated from our nu-
merical simulation is found to exhibit a two-component
structure, with a Drude component at low frequency and
a mid-infrared component at higher frequency. Such a
two-component character is found to become more evi-
dent as we increase the correlation length. While such a
two-component phenomenology is also observed in the
optical spectrum of the cuparte superconductors, the
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FIG. 2: The optical conductivity of the system when we as-
sume a non-Gaussian action of the form Eq.66 for the ther-
mal spin fluctuation. Such an action describes the thermal
fluctuation in the renormalized classical regime of a Heisen-
berg antiferromagnet. It is thought to be relevant to the
electron-doped cuprate superconductors. The δ-function peak
is broadened into a Lorentzian peak of width 0.03t. The cal-
culation is done on a lattice with L× L = 400 sites.

Drude weight predicted here is too weak to be con-
sistent with the experimental observations. We think
that such a discrepancy should be attributed to the ne-
glect of quantum nature of the local moment fluctua-
tion at low frequency, which acts to recover partially
the electron density of state around the fermi level from
the SDW gapping caused by the thermal spin fluctua-
tion. Such an effect is expected to be more important
in the hole-doped cuprate superconductors than in the
electron-doped cuprate superconductors, since the local
moment fluctuation is more dynamical in the former(ωsf
is larger). We note that an exact treatment of such quan-
tum effect is possible with sign-problem-free quantum
Monte Carlo simulation within the spin-fermion model
framework. A study of such an effect will be pursued in
a future work.

In addition, we find that the two-component character
in the optical spectrum becomes more evident when we
assume a non-Gaussian action for the fluctuating moment
that describe the thermal spin fluctuation in the renor-
malized classical regime of a Heisenberg antiferromagnet.
Such an action is thought to be relevant to the electron-
doped cuprate superconductors, in which the antiferro-
magnetic spin fluctuation is more long-ranged correlated
and more static. A semi-quantitative comparison of the
result presented in Fig.2 with the optical spectrum of
the electron-doped cuprate superconductors is thus very
likely to be realistic.

The computational scheme presented in this paper is
certainly not restricted to the study of the optical con-
ductivity of the cuprate superconductors. A more in-
teresting quantity to be calculated is the Hall response
of the system. From the early days of the high-Tc era
it has been well known that Hall number 1/RH of the
cuprate superconductors exhibits anomalous tempera-
ture dependence in the so called strange metal regime
of the phase diagram. More recently, it is found that
1/RH undergoes sharp transition from the 1/RH ∝ x
to 1/RH ∝ 1 + x behavior around the so called pseu-
dogap end point x∗, where quantum critical behavior of
unknown origin has been found in both transport and
thermodynamical measurements16–18. While such a tran-
sition in 1/RH seems to suggest a change in the fermi
surface topology of the system, no evidence of symmetry
breaking phase transition is found at x∗. As a possible
solution to this puzzle, it has been conceived that short
range antiferromagnetic fluctuation may have a similar
effect as the long range antiferromagnetic order on the
transport behavior of the system. It is thus interesting to
see if the simulation of spin-fermion model can reproduce
the qualitative features of the experimental observations.
We note that the computation of the Hall response is sig-
nificantly more complicated than the computation of the
optical conductivity, since it involves the expansion of the
effective action to higher order in the electromagnetic po-
tential. The detailed result of such an attempt will be
reported in a separate paper in the near future.
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