arXiv:1911.07880v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 18 Nov 2019

Effects of a k-dependent Hybridization on the Fermi Surface of an Extended d − p Hubbard Model

D. M. Lalis^a, E. J. Calegari^a, L. C. Prauchner^a and S. G. Magalhaes^b

aDepartamento de Física, Universidade Federal de Santa Maria, 97105-900, Santa Maria, RS, Brazil;^b Instituto de Física, Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul, 91501-970, Porto Alegre, RS, Brazil

ARTICLE HISTORY Compiled November 20, 2019

ABSTRACT The topology of the Fermi surface of an extended d−p Hubbard model is investigated using the Green’s function technique in a n-pole approximation. The effects of the d − p hybridization on the Fermi surface are the main focus in the present work. Nevertheless, the effects of doping, Coulomb interaction and hopping to secondnearest-neighbors on the Fermi surface, are also studied. Particularly, it is shown that the crossover from hole-like to electron-like Fermi surface (Lifshitz transition) is deeply affected by the d − p hybridization. Moreover, the pseudogap present in the low doping regime is also affected by the hybridization. The results show that both the doping and the hybridization act in the sense of suppresses the pseudogap. Therefore, the systematic investigation of the Fermi surface topology, shows that not only the doping but also the hybridization can be considered as a control parameter for both the pseudogap and the Lifshitz transition. Assuming that the hybridization is sensitive to external pressure, the present results agree qualitatively with recent experimental data for the cuprate Nd-LSCO.

KEYWORDS Fermi surface; pseudogap; hybridization; Lifshitz transition; Hubbard model

1. Introduction

More than three decades after the discovery of the high-temperature superconductors (high-T_c), the theoretical description of this phenomenon still represents a challenge for the physicists. To understand the nature of the pseudogap regime present in the normal state of the hole-doped cuprates, seems to be a essential ingredient for the process of understanding the superconductivity in these systems. There are experimental evidences suggesting a close relation between the existence of the pseudogap and the topology of the Fermi surface in cuprates [1]. Both the pseudogap and the Fermi surface topology are strongly hole-doping dependent [1, 2]. When doping is increased, there is a critical doping, above which, the Fermi surface topology changes from holelike to electron-like, indicating a Lifshitz transition [3–5]. The pseudogap occurs when the Fermi surface is hole-like. The origin of the pseudogap is still a subject of intensive debate in condensed matter physics. There are different theories proposed for the nature of the pseudogap [11]. Recent experimental [6, 7] and theoretical [8–11] results

CONTACT E. J. Calegari. Email: eleonir@ufsm.br

suggest that the pseudogap emerges due to short-range antiferromagnetic correlations present in the underdoped strongly correlated regime of cuprates.

Due to the strong correlations at the Cu-sites, the one-band Hubbard model has been largely used to describe such systems, leading to results which are important for elucidate the mechanisms of superconductivity in cuprates [4, 5, 12–15]. Nevertheless, the fact that the oxygen sites may be occupied by holes when the system is doped suggests that a model which also takes into account the oxygen can be more adequate to treat the doped regime of such systems [16–21]. In this sort of model, the hybridization between the d orbitals of the cooper and the p orbitals of the oxygen becomes an important parameter which is sensitive to changes of external pressure [22–24]. For the sake of simplicity, it is usual to consider the hybridization as a ⃗k-independent parameter [16, 27, 28]. However, for a more appropriated description of these system, it is important to consider a ⃗k-dependent hybridization [25, 26].

Motivated by recent experimental results relating the peseudogap and the Fermi surface topology of cuprate superconductors [1], in the present work, a n-pole approximation [29, 30] has been used to investigate the topology of the Fermi surface associated with an extended d − p Hubbard model. The study of the Fermi surface and the dispersions of bands is essential to better understand the superconducting and the normal properties of the high-T_c’s [31]. Our focus here, is the normal state of a d − p model where the pseudogap may occurs. It has been assumed a scenery in which short-range antiferromagnetic correlations are the source of pseudogap [6–11]. The investigation of the effects of the doping and the hybridization on the topology of the Fermi surface is the central issue discussed in this paper.

1.1. The model

The Hamiltonian model is an improved version of the model studied in reference [16]. It is given by:

Ĥ = ∑ ⟨⟨i⟩⟩j,σ {[ (ε_d − μ)d̂^†_{iσ}d̂_{jσ} + (ε_p − μ)p̂^†_{iσ}p̂_{jσ} ] δ_{ij} + t^d_{ij}d̂^†_{iσ}d̂_{jσ} + t^p_{ij}p̂^†_{iσ}p̂_{jσ} }

+ ∑ ⟨i⟩j,σ t^{pd}_{ij} (d̂^†_{iσ}p̂_{jσ+}p̂^†_{iσ}d̂_{jσ}) + U ∑ i n̂^d_{i↑}n̂^d_{i↓} (1)

where μ is the chemical potential. The symbols ⟨...⟩ (⟨⟨...⟩⟩) denote the sum over the first(second)-nearest-neighbors of i. The quantity U stands for the local Coulomb interaction between two d-electrons with opposite spins. The model in equation 1, has been treated using the Green’s functions technique. The motion equation of two operators A and B, in the Hesenberg representation, is given by ω⟨⟨Â; B̂⟩⟩_ω = ⟨[Â, B̂]_+⟩ + ⟨⟨[Â, Ĥ]; B̂⟩⟩_ω. (2) Notice that the Green’s function ⟨⟨Â; B̂⟩⟩_ω depends on a Green’s function of higher order on the right side of equation 2. If we write the motion equation of this new Green’s function, a newest Green’s function of highest order will appears. In order to solve this problem and get a finite set of motion equations we consider a n-pole approximation [29, 30] which assumes that the motion equation of the operator A, can be rewritten as [Â_n, Ĥ] = ∑ m K_{n,m}Â_m. (3)

The set of operators Â_n must represents the most important excitations of the system of interest. For the normal state of the d − p model introduced in equation 1, the set of operators is {d̂_{iσ}, n̂_{i−σ}d̂_{iσ}, p̂_{iσ}}. The matrix K can be obtained as K = EN^{−1} (4) with the energy and the normalization matrices given by E_{nm} = ⟨[[Â_n, Ĥ], Â^†_m]_+⟩ and N_{nm} = ⟨[Â_n, Â^†_m]_+⟩. (5) Defining B̂ = Â^†_m and G_{nm}(ω) = ⟨⟨Â_n; Â^†_m⟩⟩_ω and combining the equations 2, 3 and 4, we have the matrix of the Green’s function in terms of the matrices E and N: G = N(ωN − E)^{−1}N. (6) For the set of operators {d̂_{iσ}, n̂_{i−σ}d̂_{iσ}, p̂_{iσ}}, the elements of the normalization matrix are N_{11} = N_{33} = 1, N_{12} = N_{21} = N_{22} = n^d_{−σ} and N_{13} = N_{23} = N_{31} = N_{32} = 0. The energy matrix is

E = t^d_{ij} + Un^d_{−σ} − μ (t^d_{ij} + U − μ)n^d_{−σ} t^{dp}_{ij} (t^d_{ij} + U − μ)n^d_{−σ} (U − μ)n^d_{−σ} + t^d_{ij} (n^d_{−σ} )^2+ n^d_{−σ} (1 − n^d_{−σ})W_{ij−σ} n^d_{−σ}t^{dp}_{ij} t^{pd}_{ij} n^d_{−σ} t^{pd}_{ij} ϵ_p − μ + t^p_{ij} (7)

where n^d_{−σ} = ⟨n^d_{i−σ}⟩ is the average site occupation per spin, per site i, of d-electrons. The quantity W_{ij−σ} = W^d_{ij−σ} + W^{pd}_{ij−σ} is the band shift with

W^{pd}_{ij−σ} = ∑ l t^{pd}_{il} [2⟨p̂_{l−σ}n̂^d_{iσ}d_{i−σ}⟩ − ⟨p̂_{l−σ}d̂_{i−σ}⟩]δ_{ij} n^d_{−σ}(1 − n^d_{−σ}) . (8)

The Fourier transform of W^d_{ijσ} is

n^d_σ(1 − n^d_σ)W_{⃗k,σ} = − ∑ j≠i t_{ij}⟨ĉ^†_{i,σ}ĉ_{j,σ}(1 − n̂_{i,−σ} − n̂_{j,−σ})⟩ + ∑ ⃗q ε_d(⃗k − ⃗q) 3∑ n=1 λ^{(n)}_{⃗q,σ} (9)

where λ^{(n)}_{⃗q,σ} is the Fourier transform of λ^{(1)}_{ij,σ} = 1 4 (⟨N̂_jN̂_i⟩ − ⟨N̂_j ⟩⟨N̂_i⟩), (10) λ^{(2)}_{ij,σ} = ⟨Ŝ_j · Ŝ_i⟩ and λ^{(3)}_{ij,σ} = ⟨ĉ^†_{j,σ}ĉ^†_{j,−σ}ĉ_{i,−σ}ĉ_{i,σ}⟩ (11) with N̂_i = n̂^d_{iσ} + n̂^d_{i−σ} and ⟨Ŝ_j · Ŝ_i⟩ is the spin-spin correlation function.

The correlation functions present in W^{pd}_{ij−σ} are obtained from its respective Green’s functions by using the standard relation ⟨B̂Â⟩ = 1 2πi ∮ f(ω)⟨⟨Â; B̂⟩⟩_ωdω (12) where the contour encircles the real axis without enclosing the poles of the Fermi function f(ω). In order to determine the correlation functions given in equations 10 and 11 it is necessary to introduce further Green’s functions, as discussed in reference [29]. The spectral function for the single particle Green’s function of interest is A_σ (⃗k, ω) = −^1_π Im[G_{⃗kσ}(ω)]. The Green’s functions obtained from relation 6 consist of a three-pole approximation [16]:

G_{⃗kσ}(ω) = 3∑ s=1 Z^{(s)}_{⃗kσ} ω − E_{s⃗kσ} (13)

with each pole corresponding to a quasiparticle band E_{s⃗kσ}. The quantity Z^{(s)}_{⃗kσ} stands for the spectral weight [16].

One of the most important parameter of the d − p model introduced in equation 1 is the hybridization amplitude V_0 = t^{pd}. Here, we consider a ⃗k-dependent hybridization V_{⃗k} = 2V_0 √ sin^2(^{akx}_2 ) + sin^2(^{aky}_2 ) suitable for a non magnetic undistorted CuO_2 square

unit cell [25, 32, 33]. The eletronic dispersion is ϵ_b(⃗k) = −2t^b[cos(k_xa) + cos(k_ya)] + 4t^b_2 cos(k_xa) cos(k_ya) with b = d or p, and t^b_2 is the hopping amplitude for the secondnearest-neighbors.

2. Numerical results

To ensure that the results presented in this section correspond to the normal state of the model, we consider k_B T = 0.04|t^d| > k_B T_{c,max}. The hopping amplitude of delectrons is t^d = −0.5 eV whereas the hopping amplitude of p-electrons is t^p = −1.4|t^d|, while t^p_2 = 0 [16, 30].

The evolution of the spectral function at ω = μ is shown for different doping levels, in figure 1. In terms of the total occupation n_T , the hole-doping δ is given as δ = 1−n_T . At the overdoping regime, δ = 0.25, the Fermi surface is electron-like centered at (0, 0). Nevertheless, for δ = 0.20 the topology of the Fermi surface is hole-like centered in (π, π). Hence, there is a critical doping δ_c ≈ 0.20, where the Fermi surface changes its nature from hole- to electron-like. This change in the Fermi surface topology indicates a Lifshitz transition which is close related to the position of the van Hove singularity relative to chemical potential μ. Another change of the Fermi surface topology is observed for δ = 0.10, where a pseudogap appears at the antinodal points (±π, 0) and (0, ±π) giving rise to a hole pocket centered approximately at (^π_2 ,^π_2 ). The evolution of the Fermi surface shown in figure 1 for a relatively small hybridization, are in qualitative agreement with those of references [5, 34, 35], for the one band Hubbard model.

Figure 1. Evolution of the Fermi surface for different dopings δ. The model parameters are U = 8.0|t^d|, V_0 = 0.6|t^d| and t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|.

Figure 2. The Fermi surface for δ = 0.20 showing the effects of U, t^d_2 and V_0. In (a), t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d| and V_0 = 0.60|t^d|. In (b), U = 8.0|t^d| and V_0 = 0.60|t^d| while in (c) U = 8.0|t^d| and t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|.

The effect of the Coulomb interaction U on the Fermi surface is shown in figure 2(a) for δ = 0.20. As U increases, the d bands are renormalized, as a consequence, the Fermi surface changes its topology from electron-like to hole-like. Another parameter that can be used to control the change of the Fermi surface topology and therefore the Lifshitz transition is the second-nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude t^d_2. Figure 2(b) shows that the increasing of t^d_2 induces a change on the topology of the Fermi surface from electron-like to hole-like. Such result is in qualitatively agreement with results of Monte Carlo simulations for the one band Hubbard model [12]. The hybridization, which is sensitive to external pressure, also affects the Fermi surface topology, as shown in figure 2(c). The increasing of the hybridization parameter V_0 results in a change on the Fermi surface topology from the electron-like to hole-like.

The density of states ρ(ω) at the chemical potential can provide important information about the topology of the Fermi surface. The density of states for the region near μ is shown in figure 3 for different sets of parameters. The evolution of ρ(ω) for distinct dopings is shown in 3(a). For δ decreasing from 0.25 until 0.15, the density of states at the chemical potential ρ(ω = μ) increases. Nevertheless, for δ = 0.10 the ρ(ω = μ) decreases due to the presence of the pseudogap observed in the spectral function of figure 1(d). Another important feature in 3(a), is the position of a van Hove singularity associated with the antinodal points (0, ±π) and (±π, 0). When the doping decreases, the van Hove singularity crosses the chemical potential at δ ≈ 0.20 that is the same doping for which the Lifshitz transition occurs. The effect of the interaction U on the van Hove singularity is shown in figure 3(b). Note that the van Hove singularity crosses the chemical potential for U between 6|t^d| and 8|t^d| which is the same range

Figure 3. The density of states showing the van Hove singularities at the region of the chemical potential μ. The vertical lines show the position of μ. In (a), the density of states for the same dopings and model parameters as in figure 1. In (b), t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|, V_0 = 0.60|t^d| and the same values of U as in figure 2(a). In (c), U = 8.0|t^d|, V_0 = 0.60|t^d| and the same values of t^d_2 as in figure 2(b). The panel (d) shows the effect of the hybridization parameter for U = 8.0|t^d| and t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|.

Figure 4. In (a), the quasiparticle band E_1(⃗k) for different dopings δ. (b) shows in detail the antinodal region with the presence of a pseudogap for δ = 0.10. In (c), the same band E_1(⃗k) for δ = 0.10 and different values of the hybridization parameter V_0. (d) shows in detail the antinodal region. The remaining model parameters are U = 8.0|t^d| and t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|.

in which the Lifshitz transition occurs due to change of the Fermi surface topology (see figure 2(a)). In figure 3(c) we can see that the van Hove singularity crosses the chemical potential for t^d_2 ≈ 0.14|t^d|. Such value of t^d_2 is very close to the one for which the Lifshitz transition occurs as seen in figure 2(b). In figure 3(d), it can be noted that the hybridization parameter V_0 is also related to the crossing of the van Hove singularity through the chemical potential, therefore, V_0 can also be used as a control parameter of the Lifshitz transition.

The quasiparticle band E_1(⃗k) along the high symmetry directions is shown in figure 4(a) for different dopings δ. At the region of the nodal point (π, π), E_1(⃗k) is pushed down by the antiferromagnetic correlations associated to the spin-spin correlation function ⟨Ŝ_i · Ŝ_j ⟩ present in the band shift defined in equation 9. For δ = 0.10, due to the strong antiferromagnetic correlations, a pseudogap Δ_{P G} opens on the region of the antinodal point (0, π), as shown in detail in the panel 4(b). However, when δ

Figure 5. The spectral function for ω = μ for δ = 0.10 and several values for the hybridization parameter V_0. The model parameters are U = 8.0|t^d| and t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d|.

increases, the pseudogap closes at a given doping δ^∗, therefore the doping is a control parameter for the pseudogap. The effect of the hybridization parameter V_0 on the pseudogap is shown in the panels 4(c) and 4(d). Notice that at low values of V_0 the pseudogap is present, however, above a given value of V_0, the pseudogap closes. Thus, the hybridization parameter can be also considered as a control parameter for the pseudogap.

The evolution of the Fermi surface with the hybridization is displayed in figure 5. For V_0 = 0.6|t^d| the spectral function at ω = μ shows a pocket centered at the nodal point (^π_2 ,^π_2 ) and a very small spectral intensity at the regions near the antinodal points highlighting the presence of the pseudogap. But, the increasing of V_0 results in a large hole-like Fermi surface without pseudogap. The evolution of the Fermi surface with the increasing of the hybridization resembles the evolution of the Fermi surface when the doping increases, as shown in figure 1. Considering that the hybridization parameter V_0 is affected by external pressure, the behavior of the pseudogap when the V_0 changes is consistent with recent experimental results for the cuprate Nd-LSCO which shows a close relation between the pressure and the critical doping δ^∗ where the pseudogap closes [1]. Indeed, the authors observed that the pressure decreases the critical doping δ^∗ indicating a suppression of the pseudogap by pressure.

Figure 6. In (a), the spin-spin correlation function as a function of the hybridization parameter V_0. The solid lines with open circles show results for a ⃗k-dependent hybridization while the solid lines without circles show the same results for a constant hybridization. The structure of V^2_{⃗k} is shown in (b) for the high symmetry directions

of a square lattice. The blue line shows the constant ⃗k-independent hybridization. The model parameters are the same as in figure 5.

The short-range antiferromagnetic correlation related to spin-spin correlation function ⟨Ŝ_i · Ŝ_j⟩ are the main responsible for the pseudogap in the scenary considered in present work. In figure 2(a), it is shown the behavior of ⟨Ŝ_i · Ŝ_j⟩ as a function of

Figure 7. The behavior of the density of states at the chemical potential ρ(ω = μ) as a function of the doping for various hybridization’s intensity is shown in (a). A diagram of V_0 versus δ, with the pseudogap region is shown in (b). The model parameters are U = 8.0|t^d|, t^d_2 = 0.14|t^d| and the temperature k_B T = 0.04|t^d|.

the hybridization parameter V_0 for a ⃗k-dependent hybridization (solid lines with open circles) and also for a constant hybridization (solid lines). The results are shown for two different dopings. It is clear that ⟨Ŝ_i · Ŝ_j⟩ is strong dependent on the doping and also on the hybridization. Moreover, both the doping and the hybridization act in the sense of suppresses the intensity of |⟨Ŝ_i · Ŝ_j⟩| resulting in similar effects on the Fermi surface topology and on the pseudogap. The panel 2(b) shows the structure of V^{dp}_{⃗k} V^{pd}_{⃗k} along of the high symmetry directions of the first Brillouin zone. The effects of the hybridization are maximum at the antinodal point (π, π) where the short-range antiferromagnetic correlation are more intense. For comparison purposes, results for a ⃗k-independent hybridization, are also shown.

The intensity of ρ(ω = μ) may provide information about the presence of the pseudogap not only the system is doped, but also when the hybridization is changed due to the aplication of external pressure. The behavior of ρ(ω = μ) as a function of the doping δ for different hybridizations is shown in figure 7(a). For small values of V_0 and low dopings, we would expect has a high density of states at the chemical potential, however, in figure 7(a) we observe a small ρ(ω = μ) due to the presence of the pseudogap which suppresses the spectral weight at the chemical potential. In this situation, the maximum ρ(ω = μ) coincides with the van Hove singularity where the Fermi surface changes its topology. As the hybridization increases, ρ(ω = μ) causing an effect similar to the doping process. A phase diagram of V_0 versus the doping δ is shown in figure 7(b). The pseudogap region is found at low dopings and small hybridizations where the short-range antiferromagnetic correlations are more strong (see figure 2(a) ). The increasing of the hybridization reduces the critical doping δ^∗ in which the pseudogap closes.

3. Conclusions

The topology of the Fermi surface of a d − p Hubbard model has been investigated for different sets of model parameters. The analysis of the Fermi surface through the spectral function show changes of its topology when the doping δ is varied. At low dopings, we observe a hole pocket centered at nodal points (±^π_2 , ±^π_2 ) with pseudogaps near the antinodal points (±π, 0) and (0, ±π). If the doping is increased sufficiently, the Fermi surface becomes a large hole-like Fermi surface. Increasing more the doping, the topology of the Fermi surface changes again resulting in an electron-like centered at the origin (0, 0). This last change indicates a Lifshitz transition mediated by doping. It has been shown that the Lifshitz transition can also occurs if the hopping to the second-nearest-neighbours t^d_2, changes. Moreover, the results show that the hybridization is another parameter able to control the Lifshitz transition. Furthermore, the pseudogap is also deeply affected by the hybridization parameter V_0, with V_0 playing a role similar to that one of the doping. Therefore, the present results show that both the hybridization and the doping are detrimental for the pseudogap. Such results are in agreement with recent experimental findings showing that the critical doping where the pseudogap closes is deeply affected by pressure [1]. In this sense, whereas the hybridization is susceptible to the pressure changes [22–24], the present results corroborate the experimental data [1] and indicates a new route for theoretical investigations of the Lifshitz transition and the pseudogap regime.

Acknowledgements

The present study was supported by the Brazilian agencies Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico (CNPq), Coordenação de Aperfeiçoamento de Pessoal de Nível Superior (CAPES) and Fundação de Amparo à pesquisa do Estado do RS (FAPERGS).

References

[1] Doiron-Leyraud, N., Cyr-Choinière, O., Badoux, S. et al. , Pseudogap phase of cuprate superconductors confined by Fermi surface topology, Nat. Commun. 8 (2017), 2044.

[2] A. Ino, C. Kim, M. Nakamura, T. Yoshida, T. Mizokawa, A. Fujimori, Z.-X. Shen, T.

Kakeshita, H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, Doping-dependent evolution of the electronic structure of La_{2−x}Sr_xCuO_4 in the superconducting and metallic phases, Phys. Rev. B 65 (2002), 094504.

[3] S. Benhabib, A. Sacuto, M. Civelli, I. Paul, M. Cazayous, Y. Gallais, M.-A. Méasson, R.

D. Zhong, J. Schneeloch, G. D. Gu, D. Colson, A. Forget, Collapse of the Normal-State Pseudogap at a Lifshitz Transition in the Bi_2Sr_2CaCu_2O_{8+δ} Cuprate Superconductor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015), 147001.

[4] Wei Wu, Mathias S. Scheurer, Shubhayu Chatterjee, Subir Sachdev, Antoine Georges, Michel Ferrero,Pseudogap and Fermi-Surface Topology in the Two-Dimensional Hubbard Model, Phys. Rev. X 8 (2018), 021048.

[5] Helena Bragança, Shiro Sakai, M. C. O. Aguiar, Marcello Civelli, Correlation-Driven Lifshitz Transition at the Emergence of the Pseudogap Phase in the Two-Dimensional Hubbard Model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120 (2018), 067002.

[6] M. K. Chan, C. Dorow, L. Mangin-Thro, et al. Commensurate antiferromagnetic excitations as a signature of the pseudogap in the tetragonal high-T_c cuprate HgBa_2CuO_{4+}, Nat. Commun. 7 (2016), 10819.

[7] K. H. A. Villegas, V. M. Kovalev, F. V. Kusmartsev, I. G. Savenko, Shedding light on topological superconductors Phys. Rev. B 98 (2018), 064502.

[8] N. Harrison, R. D. McDonald and J. Singleton,Cuprate Fermi Orbits and Fermi Arcs:

The Effect of Short-Range Antiferromagnetic Order, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007), 206406. [9] T. Morinari, Relationship between Magnetic Anisotropy below Pseudogap Temperature and Short-Range Antiferromagnetic Order in High-Temperature Cuprate Superconductor, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 87 (2018), 063707.

[10] T. Morinari, Short-Range Antiferromagnetic Correlation Effect on Conduction Electrons in Two-Dimensional Strongly Correlated Electron Systems, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88 (2019), 104707.

[11] C. Proust, L. Taillefer, The Remarkable Underlying Ground States of Cuprate Superconductors, Annu. Rev. Condens. Matter Phys. 10 (2019), 409.

[12] K. S. Chen, Z. Y Meng, T. Pruschke, J. Moreno and M. Jarrell, Lifshitz transition in the two-dimensional Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 86 (2012), 165136.

[13] Y. Yamaji and M. Imada, Composite-Fermion Theory for Pseudogap, Fermi Arc, Hole Pocket, and Non-Fermi Liquid of Underdoped Cuprate Superconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 (2011), 016404.

[14] L. Fratino, M. Charlebois, P. Smon, G. Sordi, and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Effects of interaction strength, doping, and frustration on the antiferromagnetic phase of the two-dimensional Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 96 (2017), 241109.

[15] A. Foley, S. Verret, A.-M. S. Tremblay, and D. Snchal, Coexistence of superconductivity and antiferromagnetism in the Hubbard model for cuprates, Phys. Rev. B 99 (2019), 184510.

[16] E. J. Calegari, S. G. Magalhaes and A. A. Gomes, Superconductivity in a two dimensional extended Hubbard model, Eur. Phys. J. B 45 (2005), 485.

[17] Xin Wang, L. Medici, and A. J. Millis, Role of oxygen-oxygen hopping in the three-band copper-oxide model: Quasiparticle weight, metal insulator and magnetic phase boundaries, gap values, and optical conductivity, Phys. Rev. B 83 (2011), 094501.

[18] L. Fratino, P. Smon, G. Sordi, and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Pseudogap and superconductivity in two-dimensional doped charge-transfer insulators, Phys. Rev. B 93 (2016), 245147.

[19] Y. F. Kung, C.-C. Chen, Yao Wang, E. W. Huang, E. A. Nowadnick, B. Moritz, R. T.

Scalettar, S. Johnston, and T. P. Devereaux, Characterizing the three-orbital Hubbard model with determinant quantum Monte Carlo, Phys. Rev. B 93 (2016), 155166.

[20] K. A. Sidorov, V. A. Gavrichkov, S. V. Nikolaev, Z. V. Pchelkina, and S. G. Ovchinnikov, Effect of external pressure on the normal and superconducting properties of highT_c cuprates, Phys. Status Solidi B 147 (2016), 486.

[21] E. Vitali, Hao Shi, A. Chiciak, and S. Zhang, Metal-insulator transition in the ground state of the three-band Hubbard model at half filling, Phys. Rev. B 99 (2019), 165116.

[22] H. Sakakibara, K. Suzuki, H. Usui, K. Kuroki, R. Arita, D. Scalapino, H. Aoki, Multiorbital analysis of the effects of uniaxial and hydrostatic pressure on T_c in the single-layered cuprate superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 86 (2012), 134520.

[23] H. Aoki and T. Kariyado, Recent progress on carbon-based superconductors, J. Supercond.

Nov. Magn. 27 (2014), 995.

[24] L. Deng, Y. Zheng, Z. Wu, S. Huyan, H. Wu, Y. Nie, K. Cho, and C. Chu, Higher superconducting transition temperature by breaking the universal pressure relation, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 116 (2019), 2004.

[25] A. Macridin, M. Jarrell, Th. Maier, and G. A. Sawatzky, Physics of cuprates with the two-band Hubbard model: The validity of the one-band Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 71 (2005), 134527.

[26] D. Reyes, N. Lopes, M. A. Continentino and C. Thomas, Influence of the symmetry of hybridization on the critical temperature of multiband superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 99 (2019), 224514.

[27] L. G. Sarasua and Mucio A. Continentino, Superconductivity and excitonic state in a two-band model, Phys. Rev. B 65 (2002), 184503.

[28] K. Sengupta, S. K. Ghatak, Effect of hybridization on superconductivity in quasi-two-dimensional systems, Phys. Lett. A 186 (1994), 419.

[29] L. M. Roth, Electron Correlation in Narrow Energy Bands. I. The Two-Pole Approximation in a Narrow S Band, Phys. Rev. 184 (1969), 451.

[30] J. Beenen and D. M. Edwards, Superconductivity in the two-dimensional Hubbard model,

Phys. Rev. B 52 (1995), 13636.

[31] A. A. Borisov, V. A. Gavrichkov, S. G. Ovchinnikov, Temperature and concentration dependences of the electronic etructure of copper oxides in the generalized tight binding method, JETP 97 (2003), 773.

[32] R. Hayn, V. Yushankhai, S. Lovtsov, Analysis of the singlet-triplet model for the copper oxide plane within the paramagnetic state, Phys. Rev. B 47 (1993), 5253.

[33] N. Plakida, High-Temperature Cuprate Superconductors: Experiment, Theory, and Applications, Springer-Verlag, (2010).

[34] R. Eder, K. Seki, and Y. Ohta,Self-energy and Fermi surface of the two-dimensional Hubbard model, Phys. Rev. B 83 (2011), 205137.

[35] S. G. Ovchinnikov, E. I. Shneyder, and M. M. Korshunov, Cluster Size and Shape Effect on the Electronic Structure of the Hubbard Model Within the Norm-Conserving Cluster Perturbation Theory, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 23 (2011), 045701.