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Abstract

W e present an analytic study of the phase diagram of the one-din ensional
t J model and a couplk of its cousins. To deal w ith the interactions in-
duced by the no doublk occupancy constraints, we introduce a deform ation
of the Hubbard operators. W hen the deform ation param eter is sm all,
the induced Interactions are softened, accessble by perturbation theory. W e
com bine bososnization w ith renom alization group techniques to m ap out the
phase diagram of the system . W e argue that when ! 1, there is no essen-
tial change in the phase diagram . C om parison w ith the existing results in the

literature obtained by otherm ethods justi es our deform ation approadh.
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I.INTRODUCTION
A . H istorical review

Since the discoveries of quantum Halle ects and high T, oxides In 1980’s, the strongly
correlated system s have been of great interests both theoretically and experim entally. As
far as the high T, problem is concemed, thet J m odel is believed to be the appropriate
starting m odelH am iltonian, because it captures the essence of the Interplay between charge
and spin degrees of freedom in superconducting Cu oxjdes;-ﬁé . A lthough high-T. cuprates
are (at least) two-din ensional system s, it is very interesting to study its one-dim ensional
(1D ) counterpart. A s argued by Andersoni', two-dinm ensional strongly correlated system s
m ay share som e properties of 1D system s. In addition, the physical understanding of the
1D systam s is also extram ely helpfiil for the study of the Jadder system s, which have been
realized experin entally and have attracted a lot of attention in recent yearél"l { .

In the 1D system s, the phase space of particle scattering is highly restricted. The oc-
currence of a single scattering event w ill soread quickly am ong all other particles, which
Invalidates the concept of individual excitations. Consequently, we are often confronted

w ith correlated collective excitations. O n the other hand, In som e cases we can bene t from

such phase space restriction. Nam ely, the m any-particle scattering m atrix could be nicely
deocom posed Into the product of two-particle ones which satisfy the socalled Yang-B axter
Integrable oonditjons:é . This property provides us w ith the possbility to exactly solve som e
1D models, eg., the Hubbard m ode]lz:, the Heisenberg m ode.'é’:é, and the supersym m etric
t Jdm ode,é_(E . The exact solutions In tum provide us w ith pow erful guidelines to develop
and to justify certain approxin ate schem es for other problam s.

In somesense, thelD t J modeloould be viewed as a descendant ofthe H ubbard m odel
In Jarge on-site repulsion lm it. Nam ely, the strong coupling lim it of the Hubbard m odel
can bem apped into the weak coupling lin it ofthet J m odel. Naively, onem ay speculate

that the Integrability of the 1D Hubbard m odel would be inherited by thet J model n



the whole param eter space. Unfortunately, this speculation isnot correct: Thet J model
is only integrable at two gpecial points in param eter space. The reason for this di erence
is that, In contrast to other 1D integrable m odels, the H ibert space ofthet J modelis
highly constrained: D oubl occupancy of any site is com pltely excluded. Furthem ore, the
Integrable points ofthet J m odel are Jocated in the strong coupling regine (Jj= 2t iIn
our convention below ), not in the weak coupling lin it. Therefore, the Integrability of the
supersymm etrict J model is not sin ply inherited from the Hubbard m odel. R ather i is
better to be viewed as a ssparate m irack of the interacting 1D m any-particle system . Since
the 1D t J model can not be exactly solved at a generic point In param eter space, the
analytical studies of thet J m odelhave been a painstaking task even In the 1D case.

To illustrate the points m ore clearly, ket us take a close ook at thet J model. The
m odel delineates the behavior ofhard core ferm ions on a discrete lattioe, and the dynam ics
is given by the m odel H am iltonian

X X
Hy= t®  ( cyy; +the)Pp+ T Sy §i: @
J; J

HereP isthe profction operator that prohibits doubl occupancy ofany site, and
the spin orentations Wih =1 for", and -1 for #); t is the hopping am plitude and J the
anti-ferrom agnetic (J > 0) or ferrom agnetic (J < 0) coupling. D ue to the aforem entioned
constraints, at each site the states B > can only be one ofthe follow ing three possible states:
wih a=";#,and a= 0 (@npty). This H ibert space is neither ferm ionic nor bosonic. O ne
can check that the profction operators = -a > < bjclbse, under com m utation and anti-
com m utation, to form a sem isim ple supersym m etric Lie algebra, the Spl(l;2) given by the

relationd}

£ T = (7% oy @)

where .%and ¢

i i

are ferm ionic operators that, regpectively, create and annihilate a sihgle
electron. The bosonic operator * are denti ed as the generators of the group SU (2).

U sing these operators, thet J modelcan be neatly w ritten as
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In tem s of the bilinears in the generators of Spl(l;2). But the price we have to pay is
to Introduce both ferm ionic and bosonic operators sim ultaneously. A s a consequence, it is
di cul tom ake a sim ple, controlled approxin ation in this representation. To overcom e the
di culties associated w ith the no-doubleoccupancy constraints, the slave boson and slave
ferm ion m ethodéééé and, m ore recently, the supersym m etric Hubbard operator m ethodié
have been nvented to treat thet J model, with the hope ofthemean eld ground state
being relevant to the high-T. problm . H owever, afterm ore than one decade e ort, it seem s

that a reliable ground state is still elusive.

B .D eform ed H ubbard operators

The sem nal work by Jordan and W ignert? and, later, by Lib, Schultz, and M attid?
provides an altemative idea to handle the above hybridized situation in statistics: N am ely
the sodn operators are uniform Iy expressed In temn s of ferm ionic operators, though the soin
system s are neither bosonic nor ferm ionic ones. In the sam e soirit, one can also rew rite the
t J modelin tem s of ferm ions exclusively.

In addition to rew riting the m agnetic interactions using the fermm ionc realization of the

SoIn operators

1
S5= 54~ o @

onem ay Introduce as well the Hubbard operatorst]

d =d @ n) ©)

and rew rite the hopping tem s in tem s ofthem . T hese operators also realize the constraints
that exclude double occupancy on each lhattice site. In this way, one gets a form ulation of

thet J modelocomplktely in tem s of ferm ionic operators.



H owever, one inm ediately sees that the old hopping tem sw ill nduce extra four-ferm ion
and six—fermm jon interactions. These interactions are "hard" ones, in the sense that their
strengths are exactly the sam e as the hopping am plitude t. This fact de es the attem pts to
treat the additional four- and six—-ferm ion tem s perturbatively. Therefore, at rst glance,
it Jooks silly to adopt this strategy to solve thet J modelunlss new techniques can be
nhvented to m ake the lnduced interactions tractable.

In the present paper we propose a technigue that allow s us to dealw ith these induced
four-and six—fermm ion Interactions. T he key poInt is to use the idea of "adialatic continuity™
to soften the above-m entioned interactions induced by the no-doubl-occupancy constraints.

N am ely, we propose to Introduce the follow ing deform ed H ubbard operators

¢ =c¢ @ ny) ©)

w ith a deformm ation param eter 0 < 1. W hen approaches to unity, we recover the
genuine Hubbard operators @). For 0 < < 1, there is a non-zero probability to allow
leakage into states with double occupancy. W ith these deform ed Hubbard operators @)
replacing the genuine Hubbard operators (§) in the hopping tem s, we get a deform ation
of the orighalt J model. The deform ed m odel has the advantage that for small ,
the nduced four-and six—ferm ion interactions are no longer \hard". This is because these
Interactions have strengths proportional to the deform ation param eter and, therefore, is
tractable In the sense of perturbation theory when isamall

Though an allvalues of m ay not be \physical", after extracting possible structures in
the phase diagram for snall , we analytically continue our resultsback to = 1. The
fundam ental assum ption underlying this continuation is the adialatic continuity, nam ely
that when the Ham iltonian of the m odel is adiabatically changed with varying from a
an allpositive value to uniy, there isno essential, qualitative change In the phase diagram of
the m odel, though various phase boundaries In param eter space m ay undergo a continuous
deform ation. H istorically, our idea of considering a deform ed m odel is paralkel to the ideas

that underlie the replica m ethod in treating disordered system , or the Jarge N expansion in



eld theory. A ctually, even In the eld of1D exactly solvablem odelsonecan nd a precedent:
Yang and Yang:f"' proposed the X X Z model as a deform ation of the X X X model, ie. the
spjn-é 1D Heisenbergm odel, and used it to jastify the Bethe Ansatzm ethod In the Jatterby

rst studying the large anisotropic lim it and then continuing back to the isotropic lim it. In
thispaperwew ill rst discuss som e sin pler cases and give argum ents to jistify the adiabatic
continuity assum ption together w ith our deform ed H ubbard operators.

O foourse, practically the justi cation m ay depend on how we treat the deform ed m odel,
which is a fully ferm ionized m odel containing four- and six-ferm ion Interactions. In the
present paper, we are going to com bine the bosization m ethod and perturbative renom al-
ization group RG) technigues to dealwith the deformed t J model. Namely we 1rst
bosonize the deform ed m odel, and then use the RG  ow s to m ap out the phase diagram of
the bosonized m odel. W e w ill argue that the phase diagram ocbtained in this way does not
change in an essential way, when the deform ation param eter vares from a an all positive
value to unity.

For convenience, we will start wih a sinpli ed model. Namely, we will st con—
sider a m odel In which the m agnetic spin-soIn interactions are Ising-like, ie. of the fomm
J, ¥ 38585, 1. Thism odel, together w ith the usualhopping tem , we callthet  J model.
Then w ih a bit m ore com plication, we would like to m odify the isotropic m agnetic Interac—
tions i eq. (1) to anisotropic X X Z -type interactions:

X X X
H= t® (cyy; +he)P +3J,  63S5,+SySy )+ J,  Sisi: (7)
i j 3
Thismodelwe callasthet & J model. The phase diagram of the SU 2) invarant
t J modelcan be obtained in thedouble Imitwih & ! J, (the isotropic lin i) and w ith
the deformm ation parameter ! 1 (the physical lim it w th no doubl occupancy) .

T he paper is organized as ollow s: In section IT, we discuss the phase structure of the

extrem ely anisotropic Iim itofthet &  J model, namely, thet J m odel. T he convention

ofourbosonization schem e is also presented In detail In this section. T hen the discussions of

thephass diagram forthelD t & J modelarepresented in the section ITI. In section IV,



we com pare our results w ith other work. T he discussions and conclusions are sum m arized

in the section V.

II.AN EXTREMELY ANISOTROPIC LIM IT: THE T-J; M ODEL
A .Them odel

ThelD t J modelrepresents a strongly anisotropic Iim it ofthe SU @) t J model, In
which only has the Ising part of the m agnetic interactions been included. W ithout hopping,
this sin pli cation is signi cant for understanding purely m agnetic interactions. H owever,
w ith hopping them odel ism ore interesting in that it has lncorporated the Interplay between
hopping and the exchange Interactions, which m akes the physics of the m odel highly non-
trivial. Therefore, the m odel has recently attracted a ot of mterest&é . It is known from
the num erical studies that the low-energy physics in both thet Jandt Jm ode]gé
shares som e comm on features even in two din ensions. In the realworld, the possble origin
of exchange anisotropy is the spjn—oﬂoitalooup]jni-é . In the extram ely anisotropic lim i, the
Ham iltonian (orthet J model) reads

X X

Hy,= t & cuy +Hx)+J,  Sish, ®)
5 j

Ho®+ U (J,):

Follow ing Eq. ), we use the representation of S given by

, 1
Sj = 5 (nj-- I’]j#): (9)
N ote the appearance of the H ubbard cperators @) in the hopping tem s. It is the presence
of the second term in eg. @) that realizes the no doubk occupancy constraints, As a
consequence, the tem H (£) is no longer a sim ple hopping of ferm ions: M ore interaction
term s w ith four or six fermm jons are induced, w ith strengths of the sam e order of m agnitude

as the hopping am plitude t. How to dealw ith these Interaction tem s is an in portant issue.



To reduce the strengths of the interaction tem s induced by the no doubl occupancy
constraints, we propose to deform the m odel Ham itonian (§) by replacing the Hubbard

operators w ith the deform ed H ubbard operators (§), resulting in
Ho(t)=Hh+Hl+H2+H3; (10)

The Ham iltonians H; (i= h;1;2;3), In tem s of the genuine ferm ion operators ¢; and c;’ ,
are given by

X
Hy= t ( cpy; +Hx); 11)
5

w hich represents the genuine hopping tem , and

X

Hi=t (d]{ Cy+1; Nyr1; + H )5 12)
¥

H2 =t (C%] Cj+1; nj + H :C:),' (13)
) X

Hy= t? (© ¢ 1; Ny Ny + H ) 14)

J

Here H; and H, are the induced four fem ion repulsive interaction to prevent double
occupancy of the sam e lattice site, and the H ; term is attractive, representing the e ects
from the six ferm ion Interactions that com pensate to the excessive repulsion n H; and H ,.
Tt is easy to see that now In the deform ed m odel, all the nduced tetmm s H,;, H, and Hs
are proportional to the deform ation parameter in Eq. (6]. If is small, the nduced
Interactions are "softened", becom ng tractabl in perturbation theory. In the Iim it of

! 1, the total e ects of the three tem s precisely prevent double occupancy for each
lattice site.

By using Eq. (), the exchange tem U (J,) is given by

U (J,) =

J, X
2 @yn myy) @ge 1 My 15)

j
In this way, we rewrite the t J model n tem s of ferm jon creation and annihilation

operators exclisively. To look for the low energy e ective Ham iltonian, we perform the

standard procedure to bosonize thet J m odel In the next subsection.



B . B osonization

The hopping tem is easily diagonalized by Fourder transform , the energy soectrum is

given by
"k)=  2tocoska); 16)

where a is lattice spacing. In the ground state, all the states with m om entum lower than
theFem im om entum kry are lked. Forageneric lling factor = N=M wih N theparticlke

number and M the num ber of lattice sites, the Fermm im om entum is
kra= 2 : @7)

To get the Iow energy e ective action for the excitations, we only need to focus on m om enta

closesto k and linearize the spectrum as
"( kt+ta= wqg Z2tooska); 18)

w here the Femm ivelocity is given by v = 2tasin kg a). The second term is a constant and
can be shifted away by rede ning the energy zero point. W e w illdrop it throughout the rest
of the paper.

In one dim ension, the de nition of exchange statistics is am biguous, since the no double
occupancy condition exclides the possibility to physically exchange spatial position of two
particles. This m akes the statistics of femm ionic particles lose its absolite m eaning and
m ake an altemative description In term s ofbosons possibl. T his situation is quite di erent
from that of the three din ensional case, where the exchange statistics of particlkes has an
absolute m eaning. In two dim ensions, the de nition of particle statistics only m arginally
m akes sense and we can tranan ute the statistics arbitrarily by attaching the Chem-Sin ons

ux to particles (the com posite of particke and ux is dubbed as anyon:-z-l-"éz:) . The statistics
tranan utation procedure in one dim ension is called bosonization; it hasbeen widely used in

exploring the physics in one din ensional system £324.



In practice, it is convenient to discuss the bosonization in real space. To do so, we expand

the Jattice ferm ion In temm s of continuum  elds

jo ) )
al g R + | ®e *¥] 19)

e “PArY we Bre ¥ ey (20)

Cj

where x = ja isusaed. A fler linearization and dropping fast varying tem s, we get the low

energy e ective H am iltonian for the H ,, temm as

Z X Z
Hh= dXHh(X)= A3 dx[g 1@x R E 1@x L ]; (21)

descrbing a one-din ensional relativistic D irac particle n continuum .

In the follow ing, we use the bosonization rule to bosonize thet J m odel:

p &)= p==e'* ¥; @2)
2 a
where ; P = R=L = += ; ;:u) are the K kein factors to m aintain the anticom m uting

relationsbetw een particlkeson di erent sites. W e can also realize theK kin factorasM a-prona

ferm jons which satisfy the follow ing anti-com m uting relations
frisg= 2 st 23)

S -
T he introduction of1= 2 ain Eq. (_22) m aintains the correct dim ension forthe ed ; )
which hasdin ension [length] 2 (seeEqg. 19)). The eldsare angularvariables and thus
din ensionless. To get the correct anticom m utation for ferm ionic elds, we also require the

bosonic eds » (x) satisfy the follow Ing com m utation relations

[p ; p o]l= 1P M X); 4)

[ 7 2ol=1 o @5)

where " (x) is the H eaviside step function.

U sing these bosonization nules, we get the bosonic description for the hopping tem 1)

as

10



Hy = dx[@ r )+ @ 1 )’ 26)

4

For later convenience, ket us Introduce a pair of con jugate non-chiralbosonic elds foreach

soecies:
R otoLg 27)
R L 7 (28)
which satisfy
[ &); o&x)]= 4 o"& X): (29)

To organize the spin and charge m odesm ore elegantly, we Introduce new pairs ofdual elds

as follow s:

(v 4)i 30)

( " #): (31)

P_
H ere the introduction of num erical factor 1= 2 is to m aintain the com m utation relation in
Eg. @9). The subscript \s" m eans the spin m ode and \c" the charge m ode. Usihg these

soin-charge separated m odes, the bosonic Ham iltonian 264) can be cast into the follow ing

form

Z

Hn= g xI@ P @ )P @ )T+ @ o) 32)

To bosonize the Induced interaction tem s H;,;, we note that, roughly speaking, both
the H; and H , tem s are of the type of H ubbard-like on-site interactions in the continuum
Iim it and, therefore, provide interactions to renom alize the charge/spoin velocity and the
controlling param eters (ie. K .g; see below ) and the cosine term in the soin sector. By
taking m icroscopic details of these two temm s into account, we get an extra num erical factor
coskya) = cos( =2). Both tem s have the sam e bosonized fom . N am ely, the bosonized

form ofH; + H, is

11



H1+H2:2Hl (33)
4t P c:os(kFa)Z

23

Z
_faoosked) e 2 @ WP+

2

P_
dxcos( 2 )

z z
vy ootk ya) 2ve P ootk ra) P
= T &[G o @ )1 = dxoos( 2 4);
2 2 2a2
where P = v v g4 14, Shee P2 = 1, weget P =  1; in the ollowing, we will take

P=+1.
Now we com e to discuss the six-ferm ion temm H ;3 in the continuum lin it; after a straight—
forward but tedious calculation we get

p_
2t 232 cos(ky a) -

Hs= E dx@ &+ a)[@ o)° @& o)1 (34)
2 Z
| O
E OO;G;F 2 dx@; &+ a)oos( 2 )

t 2sin(kpa) p_
+—p§37 dx@ s&x+ a)sin( 2 g):

To get a sensble continuum 1m it, we have totakea ! 0,but keesp ta nite consistently. An

elegant way to accom plish this is to use the follow ing operator product expansion OPE):

1
_; (35)

@21 C(Zl)@zz C(ZZ) - 5
(z1  2)
P

P- 2
@z s(Z)Sm[ 2 5(0)] 7008[ 2 5(0)];

with all other OPE s being regular. W e nally get the continuum lim it of the six—-ferm ion

term to be

Z
Vg 2

2 3a2

p_
H;= dxcos( 2 4): (36)

The last thing in bosonizing the t  J, m odel is to bosonize the m agnetic interaction
U (J,) n Eqg. {18).W e decom pose it into the ©llow iIng com binations:

X

NSRS NN RS

U (J;) @y myy) @ge e Tyeg) 37)
3
X J, X
(nj--nj+ vt NN 54 1#) Z
3 B

@3Ny 14 + NgpNgy 1n) s

The term s In the 1rst bracket are C oulom b Interactions between the electrons on di erent

sites; in the continuum lim it we get itsbosonized form as

12



dx[@ o)+ @ &%l (38)

J, X _Jza

) j @y Ny 1 + NNy y) = e 2
The tem s In the second bracket ofeq. (37) are the Hubbard-lke interactions in the contin—
uum Iim it; the bosonization procedure gives

) L. J, sk a)’ p_
16 2 dx[(@x c) (@x s) ]+ T dXCOS( 2 s):

J, X J,a
) 4Ny 14 + NyyNsy v) =

]

39)

Combining Egs. (3§), §9) wih Eq. @1), we nd that the tem s ivolving the charge

variabl . exactly canceland we get the bosonized form ofU (J,) as

,  J,c0s@kpa)’ p_
U@)= - dx@ 5)? S dxoos{ 2.): (40)
8 4 “a

Tt is worth noting that the absence of charge varabls n the U (J,) tem is natural, since
we are dealing w ith pure m agnetic Interactions.
T herefore, after collecting all the resuls, the low energy e ective H am iltonian for the

bosonized form ofthet J m odel is nicely w ritten as

Z
HtJ = dX(Hc+Hs); (41)

z

w here the H am iltonian for the spin sector H ) and the charge sector #H .) are given by

v, 1
He= S Ke ot — @ o) (42)
C
Vs 5 1 2 p—
HSZELKS S+K_S(@X s) ]+82azcos( 25); (43)
where = %@X cand 4= %@X s are the conjugate m om enta for the charge eld .

and spin eld ¢ resgpectively. The e ective coupling constant g g is given by

J,a 2 2
cos( )

g=w 8 OOt(E )+ (44)

Vg

T he velocities v are renom alized by m agnetic interactions and the interactions induced

by the no double occupancy conditions:

13



4
ve=vw 1+ _OOt(E ); 45)

J, 4
Vo= v 1+ _OOt(E ): (4o)
T he controlling param eters K ¢ are given by
4
Ke=#= ; A7)
1+ ootz )
4
K.= & : (48)

T+ 2 A oot(z )
In passing, we would like to stress that the above results are derived for anall and J ,a.
H owever, the general result of a renom alization ofv._¢ and K g, but w ith no other changes,
is expected to be valid m ore genera]]y{-zgéo . In other words, the functional form s of the low
energy e ective Ham iltoniansH ., being basically dictated by the sym m etry requiram ents,
survive even if the interactions are strong, whik the above values of v and K s are not
universal. T herefore, we conclide that ifwe adiabatically continue the value of to unity,

the low energy e ective Ham ittonian ofthet J, m odelshould be of the sam e form as the

above charge and soin H am iltonians H ., w ith the renom alized values of v, and K ¢ not

restricted to those given by Egs. @3) and @7).

C .The phase diagram

Now we are In the position to discuss the possbl phase diagram forthet J m odel
For convenience, we only discuss the anti-ferrom agnetic cass, nam ely, we assum e J, > 0.

At rst, we notice that the spin and charge degrees of freedom are well ssparated jast
like what happened in other 1D interacting m odels. However, from the expression for the
controlling param etersK ., we have already seen the Interesting Interplay between hopping
and m agnetic interactions. T he phase diagram is determ Ined by the com petition of above
two energy scales(t and J,). This is quite di erent from the case of the Hubbard m odel
or the X X Z m odelw here the controlling param eter is only detemm ined by the interaction

strength . H ow ever, the charge sector ism assless, describbed by a quadratic H am iltonian w ith

14



nom ass term . Thism eans that charge excitations are gapless and the charged sector of the
system ismetallic. In contrast, the know ledge on the fate of the soin sector needs m ore
work. T he situation is sin ilar to that of the H ubbard m odel.

T he fate of the spin sector is detem ined by the wellstudied sineG ordon Ham iltonian.

pies,

In the spin sector we have the follow ing renomm alization group equations RGE

P _p Eeg, 49)
dr 2 197

S _ .

Y 50)

where isa positive, reqularization dependent param eter. W ith these two RG equations in
hand, we can readily analyze the phase diagram for the soin sector.

p_
@WhenK;>4 and j & 1)= ,the i sector owsto the xed point line:

g =20 1)

K.> 4 : (52)

T huswe get the Luttinger liquid behavior forthe spin sector. Follow ing the B alents¥ isher’s
nota‘donﬁ, we say that the system is In the C 151 phase; herem ore generally a Cm Sn phase
m eans a phase wih m m asskess charge m odes and n m asskess soin m odes respectively.

(i) W hen param eters K ¢ and g satisfy one of the follow iIng conditions:
K 4 ; g> 0; 53)
or
P_

Ks
Ks> 4 ; g < (4— = 54)

then theRGE owstowardg = +1 . In thiscase, the behavior ofthe system isoverwhelm —
Ingly determ ned by the m Inim a of the cosine tem . For g > 0, these m nim a are given

by

s= 2@+ ) ; ©3)



but due to the angular nature ofthe variable g, we can have only two distinct ground states,
distinguished by the even and odd values ofn. This state is identi ed to be P elerls ordering
of soIn degrees of freedom . D ue to quantum tunneling, degeneracy of the ground state is
rem oved. C onsequently, the excitations above either ground state are gapful. T he dom nant
contributions to the m ass gap com e from the topological soliton excitations In the dilute
gas approxin ation of solitons and antisolitons. T herefore, in this phase, the soin sector is
gapful, and we classify the phase of the system as a C 1S0 phase.

(iil) Th contrast to the case (ii), if the param eter K ¢ and g satisfy one of the follow ing

two conditions:

Ks 4 ; g< 0; (56)
or
K p-

Ks> 4 ; g < (4— = ©7)
then the RGE owstowardg = 1 .An argument sin ilar to that in the case (i) gives the
ground states determm Ined by

P_
s= 2n : (58)

In this state, we have a staggered expectation value for the z oomponent of the soin.
T herefore, the soin ordering is N eel-ike.

In summ ary, we construct the phase diagram forthet J modelin Figurel.

IIT.THE T J- Jy MODEL

In this section, we w ill discuss the m odi ed version @) ofthet J model. Again the
change to m ake is in the m agnetic interactions. In addition to the U (J,) tem discussed In

the last section, we now add the X Y part, U (J, ), of the anti-ferrom agenetic interactions:

X

J,  83S% .+ s¥si ) (59)

U (J2)

LT

Il
<

€t 0%+ Sy 1010

3
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Follow ing the bosonization procedure presented in the preceding section, we get the
bosonized form forU J, ) as

J, 2 p
— [ cos@Rka)] dxcos(

J, 2 p_ p_
U@Jd;)= — dx cos( 2 g)cos( 2 )

2 ): (60
> 24 > 24 s) (60)

Therefore, orthemodied t J model {7), we have the bosonized Iow energy e ective

H am ilttonian

H = dX(Hc—l_Hvs); (61)

where the H am iltonian ofthe charge sector, H ., is stillgiven by Eq. (@2), sihcetheX Y part
ofm agnetic Interactions only changes soin dynam ics. In contrast, due to the extra U (J, ),

the Ham iltonian H g of the spin sector hasbeen drastically m odi ed to

Vs 2 1 2
HS=E[KS s+—K @y )] (62)
Z s Z
g P g p—
+ 5 Zazz dxcos( 2 ) PPy dxcos( 2 )
g

p_ p_
dxoos( 2 s)oos( 2 4):

8 2a?
Compared to the t J model, the Ham iltonian H ¢ now has two extra temm s with the
coupling constantsg and g respectively. The soin velocity (vy) and controlling param eter
K ) are still the sam e as those in Egs. 547). Ushg Eq. {60), the coupling constants g

and g are detem ined to be

g = 8J;ash’ G )i 63)

g = 43J;a: (64)

D ue to the appearance of the Interaction tetm g , which has a non—zero confom al soin,
the dynam ics for the soin sector becom es m uch m ore Involved. W hen we use the scaling
argum ents to discuss the relevance of the Interaction tem s, we need to be m ore carefiil.
W e'd better use the RG ow for the Ham iltonian (62) to discuss the details of the spin

dynam ics. Fortunately, up to one Joop kvel, the RGE fora Ham iltonian Ike (62) have been

17



studied thoroughly, though in quite di erent context?’ 22, The resulting RGE for the doublke

cosine tem g is

dg Ks 4
— =21 —+ — g : (65)
dl 4 Ks
Since we know
Ks+ 4 2 (66)
4 K ’

s
the double cosine term in the Ham iltonian (62) is always irrelevant. O f course, the action
of RG will generate m ore temm s, such as singlke cosine tem s. However, the argum ents of
these single cosine temm s are tw ice bigger and these tem s are m ore irrelevant than the

existing tem s. Thus we can neglect them . This situation is quite di erent from that ofthe

10

two coupled Luttinger liquid case?? 22, Therefore, we only need to cus on the Hlow ing

e ective H am iltonian

Z Z
Ho= SR, 24 2@ 01 —2— axoos( 24) —2— axocos( 2 . ©67)
s 2 s s Ks X S % 2a2 s 8 2a2 s/r
Z
Vs o ~ g ~ g ~ o~
= JUeH @ 5 dxoos(%) S dxoos(L )

. ~ P— .\ s ~
where we have ntroduced "= K4 gand 5= P£=.Thede niionsof ¢ and 7 are

s = 2K g; 5= pP—": (68)

Tt isnow easy to observe that the low energy e ective Ham iltonian possesses the follow ing
duality property: Nam ely, the Ham iltonian (67) is invariant under the ollow ing transfor-

m ation
s ! %9 b g (69)

N ote that such a duality doesnot appear in thet J m odelor in the Hubbard m odel. But
it is also Interesting to note that it appeared In the 1D X Y Z Thjn:jngmodeﬁg- and in the

case of two coupled Luttinger liquidst? {22,
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C om pared w ith the sine-G ordon system , the symm etry ofEq. (61) isdiscrete, while there
isa hidden U (1) symm etry in the sineG ordon system , which re ectsthe U (1) invariance of
its dual ferm ionicm odel (the M assive T hirring m odel).

Tt is also easy to get the scaling din ension for the cosine term s of the eld ¢ and is

conjugate 4 as
= ; = —: (70)

T herefore, one of the two cosine temn s is always rekevant, which is associated with the
ordering ofthe —or - eld. Let usdiscuss the follow ing two di erent cases ssparately.

() W hen the scaling dimension < 2, the oos(pi ) tem is relevant. This case is
sin ilar to the t  J cass, and the systam eventually ows to the soin-Peierls phase for
g > 0 orthe IsngNeelorder forg < 0 respectively.

(i) W hen the scaling din ension < 2, the oos(pé .) tem is relevant. Tn this case,
since g is always negative, therefore the system ow s toward the Isihg-Neelphase only.

In summ ary, we see that thephase diagram in F ig. 1 can only be partially accessed In the
t J model. Thedi erence In the two cases re ects the fact that the duality transfom ation
©9) can only be realized in part of the param eter space, since the coupling constant g
is de nitely negative, whilk the coupling constant g can be either negative or positive,

depending on the nterplay between t and J,.

IV.CONCLUSIONSAND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, the phase diagram ofthemost generallD t & J m odel is discussed
based on bosonization and RGE . To m ake sense of the bosonization procedure for the inter-
actions induced by no doubl occupancy constraints, we have introduced deform ed H ubbard
operators {'_6), which contain a defom ation parameter . W hik at = 1 the no doublk
occupancy constraints at each site are recovered, the case with a an allpositive is acoes—

sble to perturbative RG analysis. Sihce the basic structure of the bosonized lIow energy
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e ective Ham iltonian is argued to be determ ined only by the symm etry requirem ents, the
bosonized form ofthe low energy e ective H am iltonian w ith a sn all deform ation param eter
is expected to survive the limit ! 1. However, we can not sin ply use the values of
Vs and K . to m ake precise predictions on the phase diagram , since these values are not
reliablk at = 1. W e should take the strategy in which both v .y and K s are considered

as phenom enological param eters.

For the case with J, J» , them odel is reduced to the socalled t J model. In this
case, the spin sector can ow to three distinct phases: the gapless phase, the spin-Peijerls
phase, and the Ising-N eel phase, depending on the range of the param eters, m eanw hile the
charge dynam ics rem ains always gapless. In the casew ith J, > J,., where the J,. represents
thevaluietomakeg = 0 and K < 4 , the system ows to the IsihgNeel ordering In soin
dynam ics. W e identify this phase as the socalled phase ssparation (PS) phase. For the
caewih J, < J,c and K4 < 4 , the soin sector eventually ow s to the soin-P elerls phase
which is gapful. W e can identify this phase as a superconducting phase (SC). Fially, for
Ks > 4 , the soin sector ows toward a gaplss phase and thus the system ows toward
the Tom onoga-Luttinger liquid phase. Such a phase is consistent w ith the phase diagram
constructed by Los A lam os group in Ref. 26, where the authorsm apped thet J model
Into the 1D X X Z m odel and construct the phase diagram from the know ledge of exact
solutions for the 1d X X Z m odel. This consistency also helps us to jastify our proposal to
use the deform ed Hubbard operators and the continuation from the case of 1 to the
desired case = 1.

In the opposite lin it, nam ely J, J,,themodiedt J modelcan be reduced the the
t & model. In thiscass, we stillhave g generally non—zero due to the no-double-occupancy
Induced Interactions. Therefore, the phase diagram ofthet & model is expected to be
sin ilar to the case of them ost generalt & J m odel. N am ely, the systam is generically
gapfulin the spin sector and thus can not ow toward the Tom onoga-Luttinger phase. This
resul is a little bit di erent from the naive soeculation that the t J, model should be

basically sin ilar to the t J model. From our study, we conclude that there are som e

20



delicate di erences between the two cases, sihce the X Y part and the Ising part of the
m agnetic interactions play a di erent role In spin ordering.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The schem atic phase diagram . The RGE ow gives the possblk fate oft J, m odel

as the spin-Pelers phase (SP.), IshgNeelpahse (IN.), and Tom onoga-Luttinger phase (T L.).
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