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Proof that Momentum Mixing Hatsugai Kohmoto equals the Twisted Hubbard Model
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We prove formally that the momentum-mixing Hatsugai-Kohmoto model (MMHK) is the Hubbard model
with a twist. With this result in tow, we rely on the proof of Watanabe’s that two models which differ by a twist
must have the same bulk physics. Consequently, we have proven that MMHK=Hubbard in the charge sector.

The dichotomy between localized and itinerant electrons
leads to two distinct kinds of electronic eigenstates in quan-
tum materials. For example, while the band picture of metals
places electrons in Bloch states with a well-defined momen-
tum, Mott physics is thought to reside in the opposite real-
space or local limit where electrons live on atomic sites. En-
shrining the latter is the Hubbard model in which an on-site
repulsion frustrates the motion of electrons throughout the
lattice. Because of the hopping term, no eigenstate of the
Hubbard model preserves on-site particle number. As a re-
sult, understanding the Mott gap in real space is elusive. In
momentum space, the problem is equally hopeless as the on-
site repulsion mixes all momenta. Nonetheless, numerics|1-
25| and exact Bethe ansatz[26]] methods affirm the presence
of dispersing lower and upper Hubbard bands in momentum
space with a gap between them. Such momentum space bands
ultimately suggest that a momentum-space picture of the Mott
problem must exist. Indeed, a formulation of the Mott prob-
lem along these lines would then put the standard formulation
of metals and Mottness on the same footing, thereby solving
the Mott problem.

It is precisely such a formulation that we address here. Hat-
sugai and Kohmoto[27] took the first step along these lines
with their momentum-space analogue,

Hyx = Z e(k)CLUCk,a + Z Unanu (D)
k,o k

of the Hubbard model. This model is exactly solvable and
yields an insulator anytime the interaction exceeds the band-
width. While this model lacks the momentum mixing of Hub-
bard, a continuous deformation between the two exists as has
been recently formulated[28]]. The trick[28] is to put in all the
momentum mixing the HK model leaves out. We have shown
that the momentum-mixing HK (MMHK) model[28] leads to
accurate results with minimal computational cost.

What remains to be done is a formal mathematical proof
that MMHK and Hubbard model have the same behavior in
the charge sector. We provide that proof here.

In constructing this proof, it is useful to review the
MMHK]28] scheme. For simplicity, we start with 2D band
HK model. MMHK starts by introducing momentum scatter-
ing with the largest momentum transfer possible: k + (7, 7).
The interaction that this introduces into the HK model is of

the form,
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Consider now the transformation: %(Ck,g +
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basis, Hpyni is diagonal in ny 4, and nyp,, taking on the
form,
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However, under the new basis, the kinetic term becomes,

TNYEE =3 enza o Dabensl€B)]abhy otubo (@)

where,
—1)%e(k + (m,7))] (5)

thereby breaking the commutativity enjoyed by the equivalent
terms in the HK model. It is from this non-commutativity
that Hubbard dynamics arises. The procedure of turning on
the largest momentum transfer and downfolding the Brillouin
zone can be done iteratively. After n iterations, the resultant
Hamiltonian,
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contains an interaction term in which 2" momenta are coupled
and possible momentum transfer is restricted to a finite set B,
with cardinality | B,,| = n. The reason why such a controlled
expansion is achievable in k space instead of real space is that
the HK model is controlled by a fixed point that maximally
breaks the Zs symmetry([29]] of a Fermi liquid.

Similarly, we find that HIIX%HK is diagonal in the basis
where n momenta are grouped into a single cell. To do this,
we parametrize the whole Brillouin zone via B,,, the set of
all possible momentum transfers. Then, any k € BZ can be
decomposed as asum of K € B, and q € rBZ,, ~ BZ/B,,.
Defining k = K + q, and construct the new basis cqro»
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through the appropriate Fourier transform on K. After a par-

tial Fourier transform, we find that H{'mix
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which lays plain[29] the diagonal structure and hence the Z5-
fixed point breaking structure.

Intuitively, when n — oo, we recover all momentum mix-
ings and rBZ,, shrinks to a point. Hence, one intuitively ex-
pects that lim,, , o Hmtl\fLHK is related to the local in real space
Hubbard interaction. Here, we present a rigorous proof that
the n — oo limit of n-MMHK is the Hubbard model with
twisted boundary conditions.

To prove this requires an analysis of the kinetic part,

= ZqGrBZn doo ZRE,Rb [T(q)]abCLRa,o’chb,U(9)
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where,

T(@lp = 7 Ykep, ¢ KR )e(K + q).

The momenta are summed over k = (kq, ka,...,kq) € BZ,,
a d-dimensional vector in the Brillouin zone For large enough
n and a smooth dispersion €(k), < 7, always lies in the
convergence radius of its Taylor series, which we write as

(10)
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We then perform the summation over (ny,na, . ..ng4),
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where e(mtmzend(K) = 9 0p2 L 0pte(K) =
anzl O €(K). We then perform the inverse transform of

(7),
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In this new basis, cqr,o. the (n1,n2,...,n4) order term in

the expansion is
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In the limit n — oo, the summation can be well approxi-

%ZKEBH ~ [ (dg,f)(d This allows

us to perform integration by part on e(™1:72:-74) (K), which
yields

mated by an integration:
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which yields a phase factor. The exchange of integration and
summation is allowed due to analyticity of the Taylor expan-
sion. Thus, in the new basis cyR o,
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Recall that for a tight-binding model with n sites and hopping
amplitude tr, R,

1
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the integration over K yields tr, r,. We conclude then that



within the new basis, cqR,0»
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Hence, we have shown that the nMMHK model in the large
n limit is equivalent to a Hubbard model with a twist in the
boundary conditions. That is,

Hyvmvnk = Z Z Tao + Hipm -
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One may read off the twist from the hopping phase
e~@(R1-Rz2)  For fixed q and lattice of size N =
(N1, Na, -+, Ng), the corresponding twist in the boundary
condition is (g1 N1, g2Na, . .. qaNg), since q € 1BZ,,.

We now invoke the theorem by Watanabe[30] to see if
any of the gapped structure which is present in HK and any
momentum-mixing version survives the twist in the boundary
conditions. He has shown that a twist in the boundary con-
ditions cannot lead to a gap closing in the Kallen-Lehmann
spectrum [31]. Although the original conclusion only ap-
plies to a gapped Hamiltonian, which is not the case for Hub-
bard model since its spin sector is gapless, one can still apply
Watanabe’s theorem[31]] by restricting his inequality in Eq.
(2) to the charge sector. The key to this proof is exponen-
tial fall-off of the correlations in the presence of a spectral
gap. As shown by Hastings[32]), operators in the charge sec-

the charge or Mott gap in the spectral function. Consequently,
if the n — oo limit of MMHK has a charge gap, then so
does the Hubbard model. This argument also works in reverse.
Since the MMHK construction applies to any dimension, we
have shown that all Hubbard models possess a charge gap that
smoothly interpolates between the weak and strong-coupling
limits at half-filling.

The error incurred in converting sums to integrals can be
estimated explicitly. In fact, the error between nMMHK and
n-site Hubbard has two origins. One is from the replace-
ment of the summation, %ZKGBU KR f(K) with the in-

tegral, [ (%2 eER f(K). The second is from the twist in
the boundary conditions.

We first address the replacement of the summation with an
integral. Since all the integrands are defined on the Brillouin
zone, any Fourier transform of the form,

FEK) =) ela, (20)
1

is allowed. Here 1 = (I1,ls,...,1ly) labels each Fourier
component and c_; = c¢f,with a physical interpretation of
c) being the hopping amplitude from site r to site r +
1. We may calculate AI,(R), the error between the dis-
crete sum + >y g ¢S R f(K) and the continuous integral

éil)(d KR £(K). Consider this difference for each Fourier

tor exhibit exponentially decaying correlations as a result of ~ component X1,
|
AlL(R) = 1 ZeiK'(RH) - / ﬂeiK'(R+l) = Z OR+1,Q — OR+1 2D
n’ n (2m)d +1.Q +
K Qe®d \N;Z

We then calculate A, (R) by summing over the error of each
Fourier component, AI,(R) = ), ALy, (R)c,
AIn(R) = ZQE@?:lNiZ 5R+n,QCn — C_R- (22)

For a model with finite-range hopping ng, ¢, = 0 for
n > ng. Consequently, these two terms exhibit no differ-
ence Vi, N; > np. Hence, the error due to twisted boundary
conditions is exponentially small in the N — oo limit [31].

We have proved that the recently formulated MMHK model
differs from Hubbard by just a twist in the boundary condi-
tions. As shown by Watanabe[30], any two gapped models
that share only this difference must have the same bulk proper-
ties. As MMHK shows a charge gap so does Hubbard. Conse-
quently, MMHK is an accurate simulator of the charge sector
of Hubbard physics.
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