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The use of hydrodynamic transport theory seems to indicate that the charge diffusion constant
D of the one-dimensional (1D) half-filled Hubbard model, whose Drude weight vanishes, diverges
for temperature T > 0, which would imply anomalous superdiffusive charge transport. Here the
leading term of that constant is derived for low finite temperatures kBT/∆η ≪ 1 where ∆η is the
Mott-Hubbard gap. It only diverges in the T → 0 limit, being finite and decreasing upon increasing
T within the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime. Our exact results both provide valuable physical information on
a complex quantum problem and bring about the interesting unsolved issue of how charge transport
evolves from normal diffusive for kBT/∆η ≪ 1 to anomalous superdiffusive in the kBT → ∞ limit.

The repulsive one-dimensional (1D) Hubbard model
[1–3] is the paradigmatic quantum system for low-
dimensional strongly correlated electron systems and ma-
terials. The real part of the charge conductivity of that
model reads,

σ(ω, T ) = 2πDz(T )δ(ω) + σreg(ω, T ) . (1)

When the charge stiffness Dz(T ) in its singular part is fi-
nite, the dominant charge transport is ballistic. It is well
established that in the thermodynamic limit the charge
stiffness exactly vanishes at half filling for all tempera-
tures T > 0 [4, 5].
The use of hydrodynamic theory and Kardar-Parisi-

Zhang (KPZ) scaling to study dynamical scaling proper-
ties of charge transport associated with the regular part
of the conductivity σreg(ω, T ) seems to indicate that the
diffusion constant D diverges for T > 0, which would
imply anomalous superdiffusive charge transport [6–8].
However, the charge transport associated with the regu-
lar part of dc charge conductivity that characterizes the
sub-ballistic timescales is a very complex quantum prob-
lem.

In this Letter we derive the exact expression of the
leading term of the charge diffusion constant D of the
half-filled 1D Hubbard model for magnetic fields h ∈
[0, hc] in the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime. Here ∆η is the Mott-
Hubbard gap and hc is the critical magnetic field for
T = 0 fully polarized ferromagnetism. That constant is
found to diverge only in the T → 0 limit, being finite and
decreasing upon increasing T within the kBT/∆η ≪ 1
regime. This reveals normal diffusive charge transport in
that low-temperature regime.

Our exact results thus contradict the expectation of
Refs. 6–8 that the anomalous superdiffusive charge trans-
port found for hight temperatures T → ∞ applies to all
finite temperatures T > 0. The regular part of dc charge
conductivity is thus a quantum problem more involved

than expected that deserves further investigations. In
addition to provide valuable physical information on that
complex quantum problem, our results bring about the
interesting unsolved issue of how charge transport evolves
from normal diffusive for kBT/∆η ≪ 1 to anomalous su-
perdiffusive for kBT → ∞.
The 1D Hubbard model describes N electrons in a lat-

tice of length L with Na sites. We consider the ther-
modynamic limit, its Hamiltonian at chemical potential
µ = 0 in a magnetic field magnetic field h ∈ [0, hc] and
under periodic boundary conditions reading,

Ĥ = −t
∑
σ,j

[
c†j,σ cj+1,σ + h.c.

]
+ U

∑
j

ρ̂j,↑ρ̂j,↓ + µ0hŜ
z
s .

(2)

Here c†j,σ creates one electron of spin projection σ at site

j, ρ̂j,σ = (n̂j,σ−1/2), n̂j,σ = c†j,σ cj,σ, Ŝ
z
s = 1

2

∑L
j=1(n̂j,↑−

n̂j,↓), µ0 = 2µB , and hc = (
√
(4t)2 + U2 − U)/µ0.

At fixed field h < hc and T = 0, fully polarized fer-
romagnetism is also achieved upon increasing U above

Uc = 8t2

µ0h
− 1

2µ0h. Upon increasing h, Uc continuously
decreases from Uc = ∞ at h = 0 to Uc = 0 at h = hc. The
densities read mz

η = (Na−N)/L and mz
s = (N↑−N↓)/L.

We use natural units in which the Planck constant, elec-
tronic charge, and lattice spacing are equal to one, so
that Na = L.
In the last three to four decades, representations in

terms of spinons and holons have been widely used to
successfully describe the static and dynamical proper-
ties of both integrable 1D models and the physics of the
materials they describe [9]. Hence such representations
became the paradigm of the 1D physics. Although the
quantum problem under study here is found to be de-
fined in a small subspace for kBT/∆η ≪ 1, the suitable
identification of the charge carriers requires the use of a
general representation that refers to the whole Hilbert
space beyond the holon-spinon paradigm [5].
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For u = U/4t > 0 the global symmetry of the 1D
Hubbard model at chemical potential µ = 0 and magnetic
field h = 0 is larger than SO(4) = [SU(2)⊗SU(2)]/Z2, as
usually assumed, and given by [SO(4)⊗U(1)]/Z2, which
can be written as [SU(2)⊗SU(2)⊗U(1)]/Z2

2 and SO(3)⊗
SO(3)⊗U(1) [10]. This is consistent with the form of the
two monodromy matrices of the Bethe-ansatz solution
inverse-scattering method [3, 11, 12]. The corresponding
η-spin Sη, spin Ss, S

z
η = 1

2 (L−N), and Sz
s = 1

2 (N↑−N↓)
are good quantum numbers. Singlet and multiplet refer
in the following to η-spin or spin configurations.

Within the representation used here [5], the Bethe-
ansatz solution performs a squeezed-space construction
[13]. It leads to (i) a set of n = 1, ...,∞ ηn-squeezed
effective lattices, (ii) a set of n = 1, ...,∞ sn-squeezed
effective lattices, and (iii) a τ -squeezed effective lattice
whose occupancy configurations generate irreducible rep-
resentations of the (i) η-spin SU(2) symmetry, (ii) spin
SU(2) symmetry, and (iii) τ -translational U(1) symme-
try, respectively, in [SU(2) ⊗ SU(2) ⊗ U(1)]/Z2

2 . Each
such squeezed effective lattice refers to a corresponding
ηn-band, sn-band, and τ -band, respectively, whose dis-
crete momentum values qj such that qj+1 − qj = 2π/L
are Bethe-ansatz quantum numbers multiplied by 2π/L
[5].

The squeezed-space construction is such that the (a)
Nτ τ -particles and (b) Nh

τ = L − Nτ τ -holes of the τ -
squeezed effective lattice refer for u > 0 to (a) singly
occupied sites and (b) unoccupied and doubly occupied
sites, respectively, of the electrons for u → ∞. The cor-
responding (a) spin and (b) η-spin degrees of freedom
are described by the occupancies of (a) Ls = Nτ physical
spins 1/2 and (b) Lη = Nh

τ physical η-spins 1/2 in the
(a) sn-squeezed effective lattices and (b) ηn-squeezed ef-
fective lattices, respectively. (A u > 0 physical η-spin of
projection +1/2 and −1/2 refers to a u → ∞ unoccupied
and a doubly occupied site by electrons, respectively.)

The two SU(2) symmetries in [SU(2) ⊗ SU(2) ⊗
U(1)]/Z2

2 impose that for all energy eigenstates the num-
ber Lα can be written as Lα = Nα + Nα. Here Nα =
Nα,+1/2 + Nα,−1/2 = 2Sα where Nα,±1/2 = Sα ± Sz

α is
the number of unpaired physical spins (α = s) and un-
paired physical η-spins (α = η) that participate in a mul-
tiplet configuration and Nα = Nα,+1/2 +Nα,−1/2 where
Nα,±1/2 = Lα/2 − Sα is that of paired physical spins
(α = s) and paired physical η-spins (α = η) that par-
ticipate in singlet configurations. All the latter are con-
tained in αn-pairs, each involving a number n = 1, ...,∞
of unbound (n = 1) and bound (n > 1) singlet pairs.
The number Nαn of such pairs thus obeys the sum-rule∑∞

n=1 2nNαn = Nα. TheNαn αn-pairs occupy a number
Nαn of sites of the corresponding αn-squeezed effective
lattice. The corresponding Nh

αn = Nα +
∑∞

n′=n+1 2(n
′ −

n)Nαn′ holes of that lattice include the Nα unpaired
physical spins (α = s) or unpaired physical η-spins
(α = η) and a subset of

∑∞
n′=n+1 2(n

′ − n)Nαn′ < Nα

paired physical spins (α = s) or unpaired physical η-spins
(α = η) from n′ > n αn′-branches.
The Hamiltonian, Eq. (2), in the presence of a uniform

vector potential (twisted boundary conditions) remains
solvable by the Bethe ansatz [5]. The energy eigenstates
described by the Bethe ansatz are η-spin highest-weight
states (HWSs) [11] whose Nη = 2Sη unpaired physical
η-spins have the same projection +1/2. For them, the
momentum eigenvalues, P (Φ), have the general form,

P (Φ/L) = P (0)− (Lη −
∑
n

2nNηn)
Φ

L
= P (0)−Nη

Φ

L
,

(3)
where P (0) is their value for Φ = 0 [5]. The term −Lη

Φ
L

in −(Lη −
∑

n 2nNηn)
Φ
L refers to all Lη physical η-spins

coupling to the vector potential in the absence of physi-
cal η-spins singlet pairing. Indeed, the coupling counter
terms

∑
n 2nNηn

Φ
L refer to the number 2n of paired

physical η-spins in each ηn-pair. These counter terms ex-
actly cancel the coupling of the corresponding 2n paired
physical η-spins in each such an ηn-pair. As a result of
such counter terms, only the Nη = Lη −

∑
n 2nNηn un-

paired physical η-spins couple to the vector potential and
thus carry charge current. For non-HWSs, the result is
P (Φ/L) = P (0)− (Nη,+1/2 −Nη,−1/2)

Φ
L .

Hence for all energy eigenstates the charge carriers are
the unpaired physical η-spins. One can generate from
each η-spin HWS for which Nη = Nη,+1/2 a set of nz

η =
1, ..., 2Sη non-HWSs populated by Nη,+1/2 = 2Sη − nz

η

and Nη,−1/2 = nz
η unpaired physical η-spins with oppo-

site projection and thus opposite coupling to the vector
potential [11]. The elementary charge currents j±1/2 car-
ried by each unpaired physical η-spin that populates a
HWS and its non-HWSs is then found to read [5],

j±1/2 = ±⟨Ĵz
HWS(Sη)⟩
2Sη

= ±⟨Ĵz
HWS(Sη)⟩

Nη
. (4)

Here ⟨Ĵz
HWS(Sη)⟩ denotes the charge current expecta-

tion value of the HWS. That of its non-HWSs reads
⟨Ĵz(Sz

η)⟩ =
∑

σ=±1/2 jσ Nη,σ, which can be written as

⟨Ĵz(Sz
η)⟩ =

Sz
η

Sη
⟨Ĵz

HWS(Sη)⟩. This applies to all finite-Sη

energy eigenstates.
The µ = 0 ground states and all other Sη = 0 energy

eigenstates have no charge carriers, so that their charge
current expectation value vanishes. For general finite-Sη

energy eigenstates, a number Nη = 2Sη of holes out of
both the (i) Nh

τ = Nη +Nη τ -band holes and (ii) Nh
ηn =

Nη+
∑∞

n′=n+1 2(n
′−n)Nηn′ holes of ηn-bands with finite

occupancy, Nηn > 0, describe the translational degrees
of freedom of the Nη unpaired physical η-spins that carry
the elementary charge currents j±1/2, Eq. (4).
However, Nη = 0 and thus Nηn = 0 for n = 1, ...,∞ for

the states that contribute to the quantum problem stud-
ied in the following. The translational degrees of freedom
of their unpaired physical η-spins are thus described only



3

by the Nh
τ = Nη τ -holes. In addition, Nsn = 0 for n > 1,

their s1-band being full for s1-band momentum values
q ∈ [−kF↓, kF↓] and empty for |q| ∈ [kF↓, kF↑] where
kF↑ = π

2 (1 +mz
s) and kF↓ = π

2 (1−mz
s) [11].

The charge diffusion constant D can be derived by ac-
counting for the Kubo linear response formula for the
real part of dc charge conductivity being related to it
through the Einstein relation. At very low temperatures,
the charge currents contributing to it are generated by
processes where upon moving in the τ -squeezed effective
lattice the Nh

τ = 2Sη τ -holes that describe the transla-
tional degrees of freedom of the Nη = 2Sη unpaired phys-
ical η-spins interchange position with the Nτ = L− 2Sη

τ -particles. In the following we identify the motion of the
Nh

τ = 2Sη holes with that of such Nη = 2Sη η-spin-1/2
charge carriers they translationally describe.

The physics associated with the diffusive charge trans-
port is for U > 0 and µ = 0 such that in the limit of
very low temperatures nearly ballistic transport occurs,
but with zero charge stiffness. Nearly ballistic transport
with zero spin stiffness also occurs in the gapped spin-1/2
XXZ chain [14]. In the present case, the corresponding
charge carriers are actually η-spin triplet pairs that in
the τ -squeezed effective lattice refer to two adjacent un-
paired physical η-spins with the same projection +1/2
or −1/2. We call them η-spin triplet charge carriers to
distinguish from their two unpaired physical η-spins.
Relative to the µ = 0 ground states, the excitation

energy and momentum of one such a Sz
η = ±1 η-spin

triplet pair read,

δE = −ετ (q)−ετ (q
′)+2µBh and k ≡ δP = ±π−q−q′ ,

(5)
respectively, where the τ -band energy dispersion ετ (q) is
defined in Ref. 11 for h ∈ [0, hc]. Here −ετ (q) > 0 and
−ετ (q

′) > 0 are the energies for creation of two corre-
sponding τ -holes of τ -band momentum −q and −q′, re-
spectively, and the τ -band momentum values shift ±π/L
that gives the k’s term ±π and the energy 2µBh are due
to a s1-band occupancy deviation δNs1 = −1 [11].
At very low temperature the excitation energy of such

η-spin triplet pairs, Eq. (5), must be very near its mini-
mum allowed value, the Mott-Hubbard gap,

∆η = ∆τ + 2µBh , (6)

where ∆τ = −2ετ (π). It is plotted in Fig. 1 (a) of Ref.
11, its general expression for h ∈ [0, hc] being given in
that reference. It involves the excitation energy of the
two τ -holes, Eq. (5), at −q = ±π and −q′ = ±π∓ 2π/L.
The translational degrees of freedom of the η-spin

triplet charge carriers that play the role of low-
temperature diffusing charges are thus described by two
τ -holes whose τ -band momentum values −q and −q′ are
very near −π or π, −q ≈ ∓π and −q′ = −q±2π/L. This
gives an excitation momentum k = ±π− 2q± 2π/L that
reads k = ±π − 2q ≈ ∓π in the thermodynamic limit,

the corresponding two unpaired physical η-spins with the
same projection +1/2 or −1/2 being adjacent in the τ -
squeezed effective lattice upon moving with nearly the
same τ -band momentum.

Sz
η = 0 η-spin triplet pairs have the same minimal exci-

tation energy ∆η yet involve two η-spin carriers with op-
posite projection. They do not not contribute to charge
transport because their elementary charge currents, Eq.
(4), cancel each other. The same applies to singlet η1-
pairs, which are the only ηn-pairs whose minimal excita-
tion energy is also ∆η, Eq. (6).
The lowest excited states have a single τ -squeezed ef-

fective lattice domain wall that refers to a single η-spin
triplet pair. The domain wall or diffusing charge asso-
ciated with the η-spin triplet pair moves ballistically for
such lowest excited states. Also for excited states with
a finite number and thus vanishing concentration of η-
spin triplet pairs, such pairs move ballistically over large
τ -squeezed effective lattice distances before interacting
with other η-spin triplet pairs. They carry an elemen-
tary charge current j±1(k) = 2j±1/2(q)|q=(±π−k)/2 where
j±1/2(q) is that carried by each of the two corresponding
adjacent unpaired physical η-spins, Eq. (4). It reads [11],

j±1(k) = ∓ (k ± π)

Mt
for k = ±π − 2q ≈ ∓π . (7)

Here Mt is the charge transport mass of the η-spin triplet
pairs such that 1/Mt = |∂j±1(k)/∂dk|k=∓π whose gen-
eral expression for h ∈ [0, hc] is given in Ref. 11. (See
Fig. 1.)
Consistently with nearly ballistic charge transport, but

with zero charge stiffness, the leading term of the charge
diffusion constant D in the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime can be
expressed in terms of the first derivative with respect to
mz

η of the T = 0 charge stiffness Dz for mz
η ≪ 1 [11],

D =
e∆ηβ

2

dDz

dmz
η

|mz
η=0 =

e∆ηβ

4Mt
where Dz =

mz
η

2Mt
. (8)

That D ∝ e∆ηβ for low temperature where β = 1/kBT
applies to gapped 1D models in the quantum Sine-
Gordon universality class [15]. In the opposite limit of
high temperature, there is for some models a relation be-
tween D and the stiffness that rather involves a second
derivative [6, 16].
To arrive to the expression, Eq. (8), we treated the

quantum problem as a dilute gas of excited η-spin triplet

pairs, each with energy ϵη(k) = ∆η + (k±π)2

2Mη
and veloc-

ity vη(k) = k±π
Mη

where Mη = 2Mt such that 1/Mη =

d2ϵη(k)
dk2 is their static mass [11]. Their motion and col-

lisions dominate the charge transport properties, their
spacing xη = (β/Mη)

1/2 e∆ηβ being for kBT/∆η ≪ 1
much larger than their thermal de Broglie wavelength
λη = (β/Mη)

1/2. The quantum problem to be solved
then refers to the collisions of the η-spin triplet pairs and
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FIG. 1. The charge transport mass Mt = Mη/2 of the η-spin triplet pairs appearing in Eqs. (7) and (8) (a) and its inverse 1/Mt

(b) plotted for several values of U in units of transfer integral t as a function of spin density for the interval mz
z = 2Sz

s/L ∈ [0, 1]
that refers to magnetic fields h ∈ [0, hc]. The charge transport mass Mt = Mη/2 ∈ [0, 1/2t] vanishes in the U → 0 limit,
consistently with charge ballistic transport at U = 0, and is enhanced upon increasing u = U/4t and/or the magnetic field h.

corresponding S-matrix. However, the root mean square
thermal velocity of such pairs, vη,β = 1/

√
Mηβ, tends

to zero as kBT/∆η → 0, so that the S-matrix that de-
scribes the present quantum problem refers to vanishing
exchange incoming or outgoing momenta.

This much simplifies the problem, the leading behav-
iors of the uniform charge susceptibility and real part of
the dc charge conductivity being for the kBT/∆η ≪ 1
regime and in our units expressed solely in terms of
the two above length scales as χ = (2/π)1/2 β

xη
and

σ = (2/π)1/2
λη

2 , respectively [11, 17]. The use of the
Einstein relation, σ = χD, then gives the leading be-
havior D = σ/χ =

xηλη

2β , so that D = e∆ηβ/(4Mt) for

kBT/∆η ≪ 1, as given in Eq. (8).
The Mott-Hubbard gap ∆η, Eq. (6), in the expression,

Eq. (8), vanishes at U = 0 and continuously increases
upon increasing u = U/4t. It is plotted as a function of u
in Fig. 1 (a) of Refs. [11] and [18] for mz

s = 0 (h = 0) and
mz

s = 1 (h = hc). Interestingly, in spite of the apparently

different expressions ∆η = U − 4t + 8t
∫∞
0

dω J1(ω)
ω(1+e2ωu)

at h = 0 where J1(ω) is a Bessel function and ∆η =√
(4t)2 + U2−4t at h = hc, the two corresponding curves

in the figure are very similar, which shows that charge-
spin coupling effects are very small at µ = 0. (The inset
of that figure shows the amplified deviations between the
two lines, the amplified general deviation ∆η(m

z
s)−∆η(0)

being shown in Fig. 1 (b) of Ref. 11 for mz
s ∈ [0, 1].)

For fields h ∈ [0, hc], the inverse transport mass 1/Mt

in Eqs. (7) and (8) decreases upon increasing U from ∞
for U → 0, consistently with the U = 0 ballistic charge
transport, to 2t at U = Uc. Mt (a) and 1/Mt (b) are
plotted in Fig. 1 for several values of U in units of t as
a function of spin density for the interval mz

z = 2Sz
s/L ∈

[0, 1] that refers to magnetic fields h ∈ [0, hc].

Concerning the physics behind our results, the present
interesting case of nearly ballistic charge transport, but
with zero charge stiffness, is consistent with D being
proportional to the inverse transport mass of the η-spin
triplet charge carriers. Their concentration goes to zero
for kBT/∆η → 0 as Sη/L = 1/xη = (Mη/β)

1/2 e−∆ηβ .
At the same time, the τ -squeezed effective lattice aver-
age distance xη = (β/Mη)

1/2 e∆ηβ traveled by one η-spin
triplet pair before it interacts with other such pairs and
ceases to be ballistic diverges exponentially. The inter-
play between the exponential factors in the concentration
of charge carriers and the distance between them is be-
hind D diverging exponentially, Eq. (8). It becomes
infinite in the T → 0 limit, having large finite values at
low finite temperatures.

In contrast to the results of Refs. 6–8, which predict
that the charge anomalous superdiffusive transport found
for high temperatures applies to all finite temperatures
T > 0, we thus find that for kBT/∆η ≪ 1 the charge
diffusion constant leading term is finite and given by Eq.
(8), which implies normal diffusive charge transport. At
very low temperatures within the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime,
the charge diffusion constant, Eq. (8), actually decreases
upon increasing the temperature.

The anomalous superdiffusive spin transport at any
finite temperature predicted by hydrodynamic theory
(KPZ scaling) for the spin-1/2 XXX chain [11, 19, 20]
and half-filled 1D Hubbard model is compatible with
the gapless nature of spin excitations. Its prediction
of superdiffusive charge transport is then based on the
assumption that at half filling η-spin and spin SU(2)
symmetries are related by duality, which would imply
that spin and charge transport have identical proper-
ties. However, the physical reason why concerning charge
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transport that prediction fails for kBT/∆η ≪ 1 is that
due to quantum effects the above duality relation is bro-
ken by the Mott-Hubbard gap [11].

By both providing the exact expression of the charge
diffusion constant D in the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime, Eq.
(8), and showing that finite-temperature charge trans-
port is a much more complex quantum problem than
predicted by hydrodynamic theory, as at low tempera-
ture KPZ scaling is erased by quantum effects associated
with the Mott-Hubbard gap [11], our results open a new
avenue for the further understanding of the charge trans-
port properties of the paradigmatic quantum system for
low-dimensional strongly correlated electron systems, the
1D Hubbard model.

However, the results obtained by hydrodynamic theory
and KPZ scaling in Refs. 6–8 concerning charge trans-
port are valid at high temperatures T → ∞ for which the
above duality relation emerges, so that it is anomalous
superdiffusive in that regime. Combining such a behav-
ior with that found here for the kBT/∆η ≪ 1 regime and
accounting for the lack of phase transitions imposed by
the Mermin-Wagner Theorem, there must be a crossover
such that D decreases upon enhancing T until reaching
a minimum at some intermediate U -dependent temper-
ature and then increases up to D = ∞ for T → ∞.
The full understanding of that crossover requires stud-
ies on charge transport in the half-filled Hubbard model
for temperatures T ≈ ∆η/kB , which is a very complex
quantum problem beyond the goals of this Letter.

Our exact results apply to the (i) charge and (ii) spin
degrees of freedom of the 1D Hubbard model for (i)
µ = 0 and U > 0 and (ii) h = 0 and U < 0, respec-
tively. They provide valuable physical information on a
very complex quantum problem [11, 21] and show that
finite-temperature charge (spin) transport in the µ = 0
repulsive (h = 0 attractive) 1D Hubbard model deserves
further studies to clarify the mechanisms under which it
evolves from normal diffusive for kBT/∆α ≪ 1 to anoma-
lous superdiffusive for kBT → ∞ where α = η (α = s.)
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