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An SU (4)m odelofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivityand antiferrom agnetism hasrecently been

proposed.TheSO (5)group em ployed by Zhang isem bedded in thisSU (4)asa subgroup,suggest-

ing a connection between our SU (4) m odeland the Zhang SO (5) m odel. In order to understand

the relationship between the the two m odels,we have used generalized coherent states to analyze

thenatureoftheSO (5)subgroup.By constructing coherent-state energy surfaces,we dem onstrate

explicitly thattheSU (4)� SO (5)sym m etry can beinterpreted asacriticaldynam icalsym m etry in-

terpolating between superconducting and antiferrom agneticphases,and thatthiscriticaldynam ical

sym m etry hasm any sim ilaritiesto criticaldynam icalsym m etriesidenti�ed previously in other�elds

ofphysics. M ore generally,we dem onstrate with this exam ple that the m athem aticaltechniques

associated with generalized coherent states m ay have powerfulapplications in condensed m atter

physicsbecause they providea clearconnection between m icroscopic m any-body theoriesand their

broken-sym m etry approxim atesolutions.In addition,thesem ethodsm ay beinterpreted asde�ning

them ostgeneralBogoliubov transform ation subjectto a Lie group sym m etry constraint,thuspro-

viding a m athem aticalconnection between algebraic form ulationsand thelanguage ofquasiparticle

theory. Finally,we suggest that the identi�cation ofthe SO (5) sym m etry as a criticaldynam i-

calsym m etry im plies deep algebraic connections between high-tem perature superconductors and

seem ingly unrelated phenom ena in other�eld ofphysics.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Data for cuprate high-tem perature superconductivity

(SC)suggestsd-wavesingletpairingin thesuperconduct-

ing state and thatsuperconductivity in these system sis

closely related to the antiferrom agnetic (AF) insulator

propertiesoftheundoped com pounds.Thisproxim ity of

superconducting and antiferrom agnetic orderisunusual

and suggeststhata correctdescription ofcupratesuper-

conductors m ust perm it the SC and AF order to enter

the theory on a sim ilarfooting.

A . U ni�ed M odels

S.-C.Zhang et al[1,2,3]proposed to unify AF and

SC states by assem bling their order param eters into a

5-dim ensionalvector and constructing an SO (5) group

that rotates AF order into d-wave SC order. Recently,

we introduced an SU (4) m odel[4]ofhigh-tem perature

SC and AF orderhaving SO (5)asa subgroup.Them o-

tivation for and m ethodology of the SU (4) m odelare

super�cially ratherdi�erentfrom thoseofZhangand col-

laborators.However,theappearanceoftheZhangSO (5)

as a subgroup ofthe SU (4) sym m etry im plies that the

�Present address: D epartm ent of Physics, U niversity of N otre

D am e,N otre D am e,IN 46556

two m odelsm usthave a strong physicalrelationship,as

wehavealready suggested [4].

O nedi�culty in understandingthisrelationship isthat

thetwom odelsareform ulated usingdi�erentapproaches

thatem ploy di�erentlanguages.In theSU (4)m odelthe

�ve operatorsresponsible forAF order(three staggered

m agnetization operatorcom ponents)and SC order(two

d-wavepairoperators)enterthe theory asquantum m e-

chanicaloperators,on exactly the sam e footing asallof

the otherten generatorsofSU (4)[5]. Thus,the SU (4)

m odelis a m any-body,fully quantum m echanicalthe-

ory in which the charge and spin are exactly conserved,

so there is no spontaneously broken sym m etry. This

is,ofcourse,as it should be: the charge and spin are

rigorously conserved in a fullm any-body form ulation of

the problem asthey are in nature. In the Zhang SO (5)

m odel,the�veoperatorscorresponding to thestaggered

m agnetization and thed-wavesingletpairing areinstead

treated as order param eters (expectation values ofop-

eratorsin a broken sym m etry state). Therefore,in the

SO (5)m odeltheantiferrom agneticphaseand thesuper-

conducting phase are associated with approxim ate solu-

tions ofthe m any-body problem that break charge and

spin sym m etry spontaneously.

Them ethodology em ployed in thedevelopm entofthe

SU (4)m odel(system aticapplication ofprinciplesofdy-

nam icalsym m etry)hasfound broad application in other

�eldssuch asnuclearstructure [6,7],m olecularphysics

[8,9],or particle physics [10]. This im plies a deep al-

gebraic connection between high tem perature supercon-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0208329v2
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ductivity and a variety ofphenom ena in other �elds of

physics that bear no super�cial resem blance to high-

tem perature superconductors. For exam ple, we have

pointed outpreviously [4]thatthereisan alm ostperfect

m athem aticalanalogy atthealgebraiclevelbetween the

AF-SC com petition in cupratesand thecom petition be-

tween quadrupole deform ation ofthe nuclearm ean �eld

and nucleon pairing that is a centralorganizing princi-

ple ofnuclearstructure physics. The appearance ofthe

SO (5)subgroupin thedynam icalsym m etryoftheSU (4)

m odelforhigh-tem peraturesuperconductorsisvery sim -

ilarto thatoftheSO (7)subgroup in theSO (8)ferm ion

dynam ical sym m etry m odel [6] that describes nuclear

structure.

B . G eneralized C oherent States

Thereisawell-developed theoreticalapproachtorelat-

ing a m any-body algebraic theory with no broken sym -

m etry to an approxim ation ofthattheory thatexhibits

spontaneously broken sym m etry: the m ethod ofgener-

alized coherentstates[11]. Thism ethod m ay be viewed

astheextension ofG laubercoherentstatetheory (which

is built on an SU (2) Lie algebra) to a m ore com plex

system having an arbitrary Lie algebra structure. It

has also been shown to be equivalent to the m ost gen-

eralHatree-Fock-Bogoliubov variationalm ethod under

sym m etry constraints,and hasbeen applied extensively

in various areas of physics and m athem atical physics,

though notto ourknowledgein condensed m atter.

The result ofsuch a coherent state analysis is a set

of energy surfaces that represent an approxim ation to

the originaltheory in which order param eters appear

asindependentvariables. In the generalcase,these en-

ergy surfacescan exhibit(possibly m ultiple)m inim a and

thesem inim a m ay appearatnon-zerovaluesoftheorder

param eters,im plying spontaneous sym m etry breaking.

Thus,thegeneralized coherentstatem ethod isa system -

atic approach to relating a m any-body algebraic theory

to itsapproxim ate sym m etric and broken sym m etry so-

lutions.

C . C riticalD ynam icalSym m etries

Theconceptofa criticaldynam icalsym m etry appears

naturally in applications of generalized coherent state

techniquestoother�eldsofphysics.A criticaldynam ical

sym m etry is a dynam icalsym m etry having eigenstates

that vary sm oothly with a param eter (usually particle-

num ber related) such that the eigenstates approxim ate

one phase of the theory on one end of the param eter

range and a di�erent phase ofthe theory at the other

end ofthe param eterrange,with eigenstatesin between

exhibiting largesoftnessagainst
uctuationsin theorder

param etersdescribing the two phases.

W e shalldem onstrate here whatis,to ourknowledge,

the �rstexam ple in condensed m atterphysicsofsuch a

sym m etry. In this case,the criticaldynam icalsym m e-

try willbe shown to be based on the SO (5) subgroup

ofSU (4),and it willbe shown to interpolate between

AF and SC order as the hole doping param eter is var-

ied. Thus,we shallpropose that,within the contextof

them oregeneralSU (4)m odel,theSO (5)sym m etry em -

ployed by Zhang serves as a doorway between AF and

SC order in a m anner that can be speci�ed in precise

term susing thelanguageofLiealgebrasand generalized

coherentstate theory,and thatisrelated to criticaldy-

nam icalsym m etriesthathavebeen found in other�elds

ofphysics.

D . Sym m etry B reaking

W eshallusetheseresultstoderivearesultthathasre-

ceived considerableattention forthe SO (5)m odel:that

anexactSO (5)sym m etrycannotaccountforthedetailed

phenom enology ofthecupratesuperconductorsand that

it is necessary to break SO (5) (explicitly, not sponta-

neously) in a particular way in order to recover M ott

insulator norm alstates at half�lling,as is required by

the data. Aswe shallshow,the em bedding ofSO (5)as

a subgroup ofSU (4)im pliesnaturally thatSO (5)m ust

bebroken in thism annerin orderto producethecorrect

norm alstatesathalf�lling.

E. G oals ofPaper

Letusconcludethisintroduction by enum erating con-

cisely the prim ary goalsofthispaper:

1.Thispaperservesto introduce the generalized co-

herentstatem ethod to issuesin condensed m atter

physics.

2.W eshallshow how to relatethegeneralized coher-

entstate to the m ostgeneralvariationalquasipar-

ticle statesthatcan be constructed subjectto the

constraintsofSU (4)sym m etry.

3.This paper introduces into the high-tem perature

superconductor discussion in particular and con-

densed m atter in general,the concepts ofcritical

dynam icalsym m etriesthathavebeen applied with

considerablesuccessin other�eldsofphysics.

4.W e shalldem onstrate that the coherent state so-

lution of the SU (4) m odelidenti�es SO (5) as a

criticaldynam icalsym m etry.Thiscriticaldynam i-

calsym m etry willbeshown to interpolatebetween

AF and SC order as the hole doping ofthe sys-

tem isvaried.Thisdoping dependenceisa natural

consequence ofthe SU (4) sym m etry,without the

introduction ofa chem icalpotentialansatz.
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5.W e shallshow that the AF and SC phases them -

selves are m ore econom ically described, not by

SO (5), but by dynam ical sym m etries built on

SO (4)and SU (2)subgroupsofSU (4),respectively.

Thus,we shalldem onstrate that SU (4) accounts

forboth theorigin oftheAF and SC orderparam -

eters and the SO (5) \rotation" of the superspin

vectorbetween these phases.

6.W eshalldem onstratethatasa fundam entalconse-

quenceoftheSU (4)structuretheSO (5)subgroup

m ustbe broken in orderto produce M ottinsulator

norm alstates. Furtherm ore,we shalldem onstrate

thattherequired sym m etrybreakingterm sand the

doping dependenceofthesolutionsoccurnaturally

within the SU (4)parentalgebra and need notbe

introduced by hand as is required in the Zhang

SO (5)m odel.

7.W e shallshow that,because ofthe nature ofthe

critical dynam ical sym m etry, an AF perturbed

SU (4) � SO (5) Ham iltonian is able to approxi-

m ate various sym m etry lim it solutions depending

on thedoping:thesolutionsarecloseto theSO (4)

lim it presenting AF order around half�lling,and

approach the SU (2) lim it presenting SC order as

the hole doping increases. Thus the SU (4)m odel

with a perturbed SO (5)Ham iltonian isableto ac-

countfortheessentialfeaturesofhigh Tc supercon-

ductors.

O urapproach willbeto introducethebasicfeaturesof

thecoherentstatetechniquein sectionsIIand III.In sec-

tion IV we derive the coherentstate energy surfacesfor

theSU (4)m odel,and in Section V wediscusstheSU (4)

energy surfaces in various dynam icalsym m etry lim its.

In Section VI,we use SU (4)energy surfacesto exam ine

the propertiesofbroken SO (5)sym m etry,and then use

these results in Section VII to argue that with a sm all

AF-preferred sym m etry breaking, an SU (4) � SO (5)

Ham iltonian m ay be able to describe high tem perature

superconductivity.Section VIIIpresentsa sum m ary and

conclusions.

II. C O H ER EN T STA T ES A N D T H E SU (4)

M A T R IX R EP R ESEN TA T IO N

G ilm ore [12,13]and Perelom ov [14](see also earlier

work by K lauder [15]) dem onstrated that G lauber co-

herentstates [16]for the electrom agnetic �eld could be

generalized to de�ne coherentstatesassociated with the

structure ofan arbitrary Lie group. In particular,they

observed that the originalG lauber theory for coherent

photon states m ay be expressed in term s ofan SU (2)

Liealgebra by exam ining thecom m utation propertiesof

the second-quantized operatorsofthe theory. O nce the

theory hasbeen form ulated in term sofan SU (2)algebra

generated by com binations ofcreation and annihilation

operators,the form alism m ay be generalized to encom -

passasetofsuch operatorsclosed underany Liealgebra.

W e shallterm this extension of the G lauber theory

to arbitrary Lie algebras the generalized coherent state

m ethod. Since an extensive review concerning the basic

approach has been presented in [11],we om it an intro-

duction to the generaltechniqueand proceed directly to

a speci�c application ofthe generalized coherent state

m ethod to the SU (4)algebra.

A . A lgebraic Structure

A convenientwaytoanalyzethesegeneralizedcoherent

states is in term s oftheir geom etry,which is in one-to-

one correspondence with the coset space. Let us begin

with the algebraicstructureofthe SU (4)m odel[4].W e

introduce16 bilinearferm ion operators:

p
y

12 =
X

k

g(k)c
y

k"
c
y

� k#
p12 =

X

k

g
�(k)c� k#ck"

q
y

ij
=

X

k

g(k)c
y

k+ Q ;i
c
y

� k;j
qij = (q

y

ij
)y (1)

Q ij =
X

k

c
y

k+ Q ;i
ck;j Sij =

X

k

c
y

k;i
ck;j �

1

2

�ij

where c
y

k;i
creates a ferm ion ofm om entum k and spin

projection i;j = 1 or2 � " or#,Q = (�;�;�)isan AF

ordering vector,
=2 istheelectron-pairdegeneracy,and

following Refs.[2,3]wede�ne

g(k)= sgn(coskx � cosky)

with the constraints

g(k+ Q )= � g(k); jg(k)j= 1:

Under com m utation the operator set (1) closes a U (4)

algebra corresponding to the group structure

� SO (4)� U (1)� SU (2)s� U (1)

U (4)� SU (4) � SO (5)� SU (2)s� U (1) (2)

� SU (2)p � SU (2)s � SU (2)s� U (1)

wherewerequireeach subgroup chain to end in thesub-

group

SU (2)s� U (1) (3)

representing spin (the SU (2)s factor) and charge (the

U (1)factor)conservation,because thephysicalstatesof

the system obey these conservation laws.

In Ref.[4]wediscussed therepresentation structureof

(2) and showed that the SO (4) subgroup is associated

with antiferrom agnetism ,theSU (2)p subgroup isassoci-

ated with d-wavesuperconductivity,and theSO (5)sub-

group is associated with a transitionalsym m etry inter-

polatingbetween theothertwo.In thispaper,wefurther

provide the fullm athem aticaljusti�cation forinterpret-

ing theSO (5)subgroup asa sym m etry interpolating dy-

nam ically between SC and AF phases.
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B . A C onvenient B asis for G enerators

It is convenient to take as the generators ofU (4) !

U (1)cd � SU (4)the new com binations

Q + = Q 11 + Q 22 =
X

k

(c
y

k+ Q "
ck" + c

y

k+ Q #
ck#)

~S =

�
S12 + S21

2
; � i

S12 � S21

2
;
S11 � S22

2

�

~Q =

�
Q 12 + Q 21

2
; � i

Q 12 � Q 21

2
;
Q 11 � Q 22

2

�

(4)

~�
y =

 

i
q
y

11 � q
y

22

2
;
q
y

11 + q
y

22

2
; � i

q
y

12 + q
y

21

2

!

~� = (~�y)y D
y = p

y

12 D = p12 M = 1

2
(S11 + S22)

where Q + generatesthe U (1)cd factorand isassociated

with chargedensity waves(do notconfusethisU (1)fac-

torwith the one appearing in Eq.(3)thatisassociated

with charge conservation), ~S is the spin operator, ~Q is

thestaggered m agnetization,theoperators~�y and ~� are

thoseofRef.[1],the operatorsD y and D areassociated

with d-wavepairs,and

2M = n � 


is the charge operator. Because ofthe direct product

structure U (4)! U (1)cd � SU (4),we can without loss

ofgenerality analyze the U (4) structure in term s ofits

subgroup SU (4),with the U (1)cd factorconsidered sep-

arately. Hence allsubsequent discussion willdealwith

the SU (4)subgroup ofU (4).

Tofacilitatecom parisonwith theSO (5)sym m etry,the

SO (6)� SU (4)generatorsm ay be expressed as

Lab =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

0

D + 0

�x+ � Q x 0

�y+ � Q y � Sz 0

�z+ � Q z Sy � Sx 0

iD � M i�x� i�y� i�z� 0

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

(5)

wherewede�ne

D � = 1

2
(D � D

y) �i� = 1

2
(�i� �

y

i) (6)

with Lab = � Lba and with com m utation relations

[Lab;Lcd]= i(�acLbd � �adLbc � �bcLad + �bdLac): (7)

C . FaithfulM atrix R epresentation

The coherentstate m ethod requiresa faithfulm atrix

representation ofSU (4). Explicitm ultiplication veri�es

thatthe following m apping preservesthe algebra of(7):

p
y

12 !

�
0 i�y
0 0

�

p12 !

�
0 0

� i�y 0

�

q
y

12 !

�
0 �x

0 0

�

q12 !

�
0 0

�x 0

�

q
y

11 !

�
0 I+ �z
0 0

�

q11 !

�
0 0

I+ �z 0

�

q
y

22 !

�
0 I� �z
0 0

�

q22 !

�
0 0

I� �z 0

�

S12 !

�
�+ 0

0 � ��

�

S21 !

�
�� 0

0 � �+

�

S11 !

�
I+ �z
2

0

0 � I+ �z
2

�

S22 !

�
I� �z
2

0

0 � I� �z
2

�

Q 12 !

�
�+ 0

0 ��

�

Q 21 !

�
�� 0

0 �+

�

~Q 11 !

�
I+ �z
2

0

0 I+ �z
2

�

~Q 22 !

�
I� �z
2

0

0 I� �z
2

�

(8)

where

~Q ii � Q ii+
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;

the �x,�y,and �z are Paulim atrices in the standard

representation,

�� � 1

2
(�x � i�y);

and I isa unitm atrix.Likewise,itiseasily veri�ed that

in term softhisrepresentation,

D y!

�
0 i�y
0 0

�

D !

�
0 0

� i�y 0

�

�yx !

�
0 i�z
0 0

�

�x !

�
0 0

� i�z 0

�

�yy !

�
0 I

0 0

�

�y !

�
0 0

I 0

�

�yz !

�
0 �x

0 0

�

�z !

�
0 0

�x 0

�

~Q !

�
~S 0

0 ~S

�

~S !

�
~S 0

0 � ~S

�

M !

�
I

2
0

0 � I

2

�

~Q +!

�
I 0

0 I

�

(9)

where ~Q + = Q + + 
.

D . C ollective Subspace

W e takeasa Hilbertspace

jSi= jnxnynzndi= (�yx)
nx (�yy)

ny (�yz)
nz(D y)ndj0i
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which isa collective subspace associated with SO (6)ir-

repsoftheform

(�1;�2;�3)= (

2
;0;0):

In this notation we use the well-known isom orphism of

SU (4)and SO (6)to labeltheirreduciblerepresentations

with the standard SO (6) quantum num bers (�1;�2;�3)

[17]. Physically, this irrep represents a \m axim ally

stretched" state in the representation space that is in

turn associated with m axim alcollectivity;assuch,it is

theobviouscandidateforacollectivesubspacedescribing

the loweststatesofthe system .

O neseesim m ediately thattheexpectation valueofQ +

is zero forany state in this collective SU (4)space: the

m atrix representation of ~Q + is a unit m atrix,and thus

Q + com m uteswith allthe SU (4)generators,leading to

hSjQ + jSi= 0:

In the sym m etry lim it,this im plies that charge density

wave excitation are excluded from the SU (4)m odelre-

stricted to thissubspace[18].

E. SU (4) C asim ir O perator

The Casim iroperatorofSU (4)� SO (6)

Csu(4) = ~�
y� ~� + D

y
D + ~S �~S + ~Q �~Q + M (M � 4)

(10)

isan invariantand itsexpectation valuein thiscollective

subspace

hSjCsu(4)jSi=



2
(

2
+ 4) (11)

isa constant.

III. SY M M ET R Y -C O N ST R A IN ED

B O G O LIU B O V T R A N SFO R M A T IO N

Utilizing the m ethodsofRef.[11],the cosetspaceis

SU (4)=SO (4)� U (1);

wheretheSO (4)subgroup isgenerated by ~Q and ~S,and

U (1)isgenerated by thechargeoperatorM .Thecoher-

entstatem ay be written as

j i= T j0�i: (12)

The operatorT isde�ned by

T = exp(�00p
y

12 + �10q
y

12 � h:c:); (13)

wherej0�iisthephysicalvacuum (theground stateofthe

system ),the realparam eters�00 and �10 are sym m etry-

constrained variationalparam eters,and h.c.m eansthe

herm itian conjugate. Since the variationalparam eters

weight the elem entary excitation operators p
y

12 and q
y

12

in Eq.(13), they represent collective state param eters

for a subspace truncated under the SU (4) sym m etry.

The m ost general coherent state corresponds to a 4-

dim ensional,com plex,com pactm anifold param eterized

by 8 realvariables. The reduction ofthe coherentstate

param eterstoonly twoin Eq.(13)followsfrom requiring

tim ereversalsym m etryand assum ingtheconservation of

spin projection Sz forthe wavefunction.

It is often sim pler to view the coherent states as

Hatree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) variational states con-

strained by the dynam icalsym m etry. The sym m etry-

constrained HFB coherent state m ethod is discussed in

Refs.[11,19,20,21,22].Itm ay be viewed asa type of

m ean-�eld approxim ation to the underlying m any-body

problem thatisparticularly usefulin thepresentcontext

becauseitleadstoeasily visualized energy surfaces.This

identi�cation provides a naturalconnection to sponta-

neously broken sym m etriesand e�ectiveLagrangian �eld

theorieson the one hand,and to quasiparticle language

on the other.

From the coset representative expressed in the 4-

dim ensionalm atrix representation (8),the transform a-

tion operatorT de�ned in Eq.(12)m ay be written as

T =

�
Y 1 X

� X y
Y 2

�

X �

�
0 � + �

� (� � �) 0

�

where Y 1 and Y 2 are determ ined by the requirem ent

that T be unitary,and � and � are variationalparam -

eters related to �00 and �10 in Eq.(13) (see Ref.[11]).

Introducing

v+ � � + � v� � � � �; (14)

the requirem entofunitarity gives

X =

�
0 v+

� v� 0

�

Y 1 =

�
u+ 0

0 u�

�

Y 2 =

�
u� 0

0 u+

�

with the constraintthat

u2� + v2� = 1 (15)

A . Q uasi-ferm ion Transform ation

The existence of the 4-dim ensionalm atrix represen-

tation ofthe SU (4) algebra im plies the existence ofa

representation in which the single-particle basis can be

written in the form

fc
y

�"
;c

y

�#
;c��";c��#g;

where �� isa stateconjugateto �.In thisrepresentation,

any generator Ô m ay be written as
�
O 11 O 12

O 21 O 22

�

! Ô =
X

�;i;j

h

O
(11)

ij c
y

�ic�j + O
(22)

ij c��ic
y

��j

+ O
(12)

ij c
y

�ic
y

��j + O
(21)

ij c��ic�j

i

;
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and Eq.(12)isseen to bea Bogoliubov typetransform a-

tion,but one thatis constrained to preserve the SU (4)

sym m etry.

Through the operator T , the physicalvacuum state

j0�i (the ground state ofthe system ) is transform ed to

a quasiparticlevacuum statej i,with theparam eters�

and � (or v� ) determ ined by m inim izing the energy of

the system .Likewise,the basicferm ion operators

fc
y

�"
;c

y

�#
;c��";c��#g

aretransform ed to quasiferm ion operators

fa
y

�"
;a

y

�#
;a��";a��#g

through

T

0

B
B
@

c�"
c�#

c
y

��"

c
y

��#

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
@

a�"
a�#

a
y

��"

a
y

��#

1

C
C
A : (16)

B . O ne-B ody and T w o-B ody O perators

Using the transform ation (16), one can express any

one-body operatorin the quasiparticlespaceas[23]

T Ô T � 1 =

�
O (11) O (12)

O (21) O (22)

�

! Ô =
X

�;i

O
(22)

ii +
X

�;i;j

n

O
(11)

ij a
y

�ia�j � O
(22)

ji a
y

��ia��j

+ O
(12)

i;j a
y

�ia
y

��j + O
(21)

i;j a��ia�j

o

where the O
(��)

ij ’sare �xed by the transform ation prop-

ertiesofthe operator Ô :

O
(��)

ij =
X

m ;n

[T (�m )
O
(m n)(T � 1)(n�)]ij (17)

and T (�m ) and O (m n) are two-dim ensionalsubm atrixes

ofT and Ô ,respectively.

Becausethequasiparticleannihilation operatoracting

on the quasiparticlevacuum j iiszero,the expectation

valuesforone-body operators Ô aregiven by

hÔ i= h jÔ j i=
X

�;i

O
(22)

ii =
X

�

Tr(O (22)) (18)

and fortwo-body operators Ô A Ô B ,

hÔ A Ô B i = h jÔ A Ô Bj i

=
X

�

Tr(O
(22)

A
)
X

�0

Tr(O
(22)

B
) (19)

+
X

�

Tr(O
(21)

A
O
(12)

B
):

C . Expectation V alue ofG enerators

Utilizing equations(9)and (17){(19),and noting that

the sum m ation
P

�
provides a factor of
=2 since the

m atrix elem ents ofEq.(17) do not depend on �, one

obtainstheexpectation valuesforallthegeneratorsand

theirscalarproductsin thecoherentstaterepresentation:

hD yi = hD i= 1

2

(u � v� + u+ v+ ); (20)

h�yzi = h�zi=
1

2

(u � v� � u+ v+ ); (21)

Q � hQ zi=
1

2

(v 2

+ � v2� ); (22)

ĥni � n = 
(v 2
+ + v2� ); (23)

h�xi = h�yi= h~Si= hQ xi= hQ yi= 0; (24)

hD y
D i = 1

4

2(u+ v+ + u� v� )

2 + 1

2

(v 4

+ + v4� ); (25)

h�!� y��!� i = 1

4

2(u+ v+ � u� v� )

2

+ 1

2

(v 4

+ + v4� + 4v2+ v
2
� ); (26)

h
�!
Q �

�!
Q i = 1

4

2(v2+ � v2� )

2 + 1

2

[(u + v+ )

2

+ (u� v� )
2 + (u+ v� )

2 + (u� v+ )
2 ]; (27)

h
�!
S �

�!
S i = 1

2

[(u + v� )

2 + (u� v+ )
2 ]; (28)

hM 2i = 1

4
(n � 
)2 + 1

2

[(u + v+ )

2 + (u� v� )
2 ]:(29)

Using the aboveresults,one can also verify Eq.(11)ex-

plicitly fortheexpectation valueoftheCasim iroperator

Csu(4).

D . O rder Param eters

By virtue of the unitarity condition (15), there are

onlytwoindependentvariationalparam etersin theabove

equations.Theym aybechosenaseitherv+ and v� ,oras

� and �,using (14).However,from Eq.(23)thesquares

ofv� (orof� and �)areconstrained by theequation of

a circlesince

n = ĥni= 
(v 2
+ + v2� )= 2
(� 2 + �

2): (30)

Thus,fora �xed particlenum bern wem ay evaluatem a-

trix elem ents with only a single variationalparam eter,

say �,which m ay in turn be related to standard order

param eters by com paring m atrix elem ents. For exam -

ple,the z com ponent ofthe staggered m agnetization is

related to � and v� by

Q � hQ zi=
1

2

(v 2

+ � v2� )

= 2
�(n=(2
)� �
2)1=2: (31)

Thesem easuresofantiferrom agneticorderarein turn re-

lated to thesuperconducting orderparam eter� through

Eq.(30). From Eqs.(30)and (31),the rangesof� and

� are

0 � � �
p
n=4


p
n=4
� � �

p
n=2
:

Using Eqs.(20){(31) one can then evaluate the energy

surfaceasafunction ofQ or� or�,and study theground

statepropertiesofthe SU (4)m odel.
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IV . C O H ER EN T STA T E EN ER G Y SU R FA C ES

Them ostgeneralHam iltonian fortheSU (4)m odel[4]

is

H = "n̂ � v n̂2 � G 0D
y
D � G 1~�

y
� ~�

� � ~Q �~Q + g~S �~S; (32)

where",v,G 0,G 1,�,and g areparam etersde�ning the

strengthsofsingle-particle and interaction term s. Since

Csu(4) isan SU (4)invariant,ifweassum efortheground

statespin thath~Si= 0 and thatthe num berofparticles

n isa good quantum num ber,Eqs.(10){(11)im ply that

theHam iltonian (32)m ay beparam eterized withoutloss

ofgenerality as

H = H 0 � ~G 0 [(1� p)D y
D + p

�!
Q �

�!
Q ]; (33)

wherep liesin the interval0 to 1 and

G
(0)

e�
= (1� p)~G 0 = G 0 � G 1

�e� = p~G 0 = � � G 1 (34)

H 0 = "n � vn2 � G 1

1� x2

4
:

G
(0)

e�
and �e� are the e�ective strengths ofpairing and

the ~Q �~Q interactions,respectively.

From (30){(31),onecan show that

v2� =
n

2

�
Q



: (35)

Eqs.(20)and (21)can be written as

� � hD
y
i= hD i=

p
D yD = � + + � � ; (36)

� � h� y
zi= h�zi=

p
~�y � ~� = �+ � � � (37)

where

� � = 1

2



s

1

4
�

�
Q



�
x

2

� 2

(38)

and x isthe e�ective holeconcentration

x = 1�
n



: (39)

(By \e�ective" wem ean thatx isa ratio ofthehole-pair

num ber (
 � n)=2 to the pair degeneracy 
=2,rather

than the ratio of hole num ber to the totalnum ber of

lattice sites.) It can be estim ated that to avoid hole-

paircollapse,
 isrequired to beroughly one-third ofthe

totallatticesites,and in turn thetrueholeconcentration

isone-third ofx [24].

The quantities � and � present the spin-singlet and

spin-triplet pairing correlations. The form er is propor-

tionalto thesuperconducting pairing gap;thelattercan

be regarded asa m easureofthe SO (5)correlation since

the SO (5)Casim iroperatoris

Cso5 = ~� � ~� +~S �~S + M (M � 3): (40)

By utilizing Eqs.(25){(27),a generalexpression forthe

energy surface ofthe SU (4) Ham iltonian as a function

ofthe antiferrom agnetic orderparam eterQ m ay be ob-

tained.In the
 ! 1 lim it,theenergy surfaceisde�ned

by

E (Q )= hH i� H 0 = � ~G 0 [(1� p)� 2 + P Q
2]: (41)

Converting Q into the alternative orderparam eter� al-

lowsusto expressthe energy surface asa function of�

and n,

E (�)= hH i� H 0 = �
~G 0


2

4

�

(

(24p� 8)�2
�
n

2

� �

2

�

+ 2(1� p)

"

n

2


�

1�
n

2


�

+

�
n

2

� 2�2

�
r
�

1�
n

2


�2
� 4�2

�
n

2

� �2

�
#)

(42)

which m ay also be expressed in term s ofthe supercon-

ducting orderparam eter� using (30).

V . C O H ER EN T STA T ES A N D SU (4)

SU B G R O U P S

Assum ing ~G 0 > 0 (suggested by phenom enology),

p = 1=2 in Eq.(33) corresponds to SO (5) sym m etry,

while the extrem e values 0 and 1 correspond to SU (2)

and SO (4)sym m etries,respectively (seeRef.[4]).O ther

valuesofprespectSU (4)sym m etrybutbreaktheSO (5),

SO (4),and SU (2)subgroups.In Fig.1 weillustratethe

ground-state energy E (�) ofEq. (42) as a function of

the order param eter � for di�erent electron occupation

fractionsn=
 with p= 0; 1

2
and 1.

A . SU (2) Lim it

For p = 0 [SU (2) lim it; see Fig.1a], the m inim um

energy occurs at � = 0 (equivalently, Q = 0) for all

valuesofn.Thus,� reachesitsm axim um valueof

� m ax =
1

2


p
1� x2; (43)

indicating superconducting order.

B . SO (4) Lim it

For p = 1 [SO (4) lim it;see Fig 1c],the opposite sit-

uation occurs: � = 0 is an unstable point and an in-

�nitesim al
uctuation willdrivethesystem totheenergy
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FIG .1: Coherent state energy surfaces. The energy unitsare G
(0)

e�


2
=4 for �gures (a) and (b),and �e� 


2
=4 for (c). H 0 is

taken asthe energy zero point.Num berson curvesare the e�ective lattice occupation fractions,with n=
 = 1 corresponding

to half�lling and 0 < n=
 < 1 to �nite hole doping. SO (5) sym m etry corresponds to p = 1=2 and the allowed range of�

is [� 1

2

p
n=
; 1

2

p
n=
],which depends on n. The order param eter � is related to the order param eter Q � hQ zi (staggered

m agnetization)and the electron num bern through Eq.(31).

m inim a at�nite,

� = � 1

2

p
n=
: (44)

Thus,jQ jreachesitsm axim um value ofn=2,indicating

the presenceofAF order.

C . SO (5) Lim it

From Fig.1b,the SO (5) dynam icalsym m etry (with

p = 1

2
)isseen tohaveextrem elyinterestingbehavior:the

m inim um energy occursat� = 0 for allvaluesofn,as

in the SU (2)case,butthere are large-am plitude 
uctu-

ationsin AF and SC order.In particular,when n isnear


 (half�lling),the system hasan energy surfacealm ost


at for broad rangesof� (or Q or�). This suggestsa

phasehavingm uch ofthecharacterofa\spin glass"fora

range ofdoping fractions(speci�cally,a phase very soft

against 
uctuations in the order param eters). It could

also lead to inhom ogeneous structures such as stripes

ifthere is a periodic spatialm odulation ofthe system ,

since the soft nature ofthe energy surface im plies that

relatively sm allperturbationscan shiftan SO (5)system

between antiferrom agnetic and superconducting behav-

ior. As n=
 decreases,the 
uctuations becom e sm aller

and theenergysurfacetendsm oreand m oretotheSU (2)

(superconducting)lim it.

D . SO (5) A s a C riticalD ynam icalSym m etry

Dynam ical sym m etries that, within the dynam ical

sym m etry itself, exhibit a transition between qualita-

tively di�erent energy surfaces as a param eter (usually

related to particle num ber) is varied have been term ed

criticaldynam icalsym m etries [19]. The SO (5) dynam -

icalsym m etry,within the context ofits SU (4) parent

sym m etry,exhibitssuch transitionalproperties. Athalf

�lling the energy surface iscom pletely 
atunder varia-

tionsoftheantiferrom agneticorderparam eter� (seethe

n = 1:0 curve ofFig.1b),im plying large 
uctuationsin

theorderparam eters.Butasholedopingisincreased the

SO (5)energysurfacechangessm oothlyintoonelocalized

around � = 0 (see the n = 0:1 curve ofFig.1b). Thus,

SO (5)isan exam pleofa criticaldynam icalsym m etry.

Such sym m etries are wellknown in nuclear structure

physics[11,19,20]. The SO (5)criticaldynam icalsym -

m etry discussed here in a condensed m attercontexthas

m anyform alsim ilaritieswith theSO (8)� SO (7)critical

dynam icalsym m etry ofthe (nuclear)Ferm ion Dynam i-

calSym m etry M odel[6]. The condition for realization

of the SO (5) criticaldynam icalsym m etry is that the

strength ofQ � Q equals that ofDyD in the Ham ilto-

nian;Thisissim ilartotheSO (7)nuclearcriticaldynam -

icalsym m etry,which is realized when there is an over-

allSO (8) sym m etry and the m onopole pairing and the

quadrupoleinteraction term sareofequalstrength in the
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nuclear Ham iltonian [19]. In the SO (7) case ofnuclear

physics,theorderparam eteranalogousto � presentsnu-

cleardeform ation:nucleiaround m idshell(half�lling of

a shellby nucleons) are soft against shape 
uctuations

and transform into asphericalshape(theSO (5)� SU (2)

dynam icalsym m etry lim it ofthe SO (8) sym m etry) as

the num berofnucleonsincreases.

V I. SO (5) SY M M ET R Y B R EA K IN G

UnderexactSO (5)sym m etry (p = 1

2
),theAF and SC

statesare degenerate athalf�lling. There isno barrier

between AF and SC states,and onecan 
uctuateintothe

other at zero cost in energy (see the n=
 = 1 curve of

Fig.1b).Thissituation isinconsistentwith M ottinsulat-

ing behaviorathalf-�lling.TheZhang SO (5)m odelhas

been challenged because under exact sym m etry it does

not fully respect the phenom enologicalrequirem ents of

\M ottness". As Zhang [1]hasrecognized,forantiferro-

m agneticinsulatorpropertiesto existathalf�lling,itis

necessary to break SO (5) sym m etry. Such breaking of

the SO (5) subgroup sym m etry is im plicit in the SU (4)

m odel,occurringnaturally in theSU (4)m odelifp > 1=2

in the Ham iltonian (33). Furtherm ore,the SU (4)sym -

m etry leadsto the following constraint

hD y
D + ~Q �~Q + ~� � ~�i=

1� x2

4

2
: (45)

Thisensuresadopingdependencein thesolutions,which

isnecessary fordescribing the transition from AF to SC

in the cuprates.

Thus, the coherent state analysis indicates that the

phenom enologically required SO (5) sym m etry breaking

and the doping dependence in the solutionsoccurnatu-

rally in the SU (4)m odel. They need notbe introduced

em pirically as proposed in the original Zhang SO (5)

m odel[1]. Recently,a projected SO (5) m odel[25]has

been introduced. Its essence is a patch to the origi-

nalSO (5) m odelthat im plem ents the G utzwiller pro-

jection in order to satisfy the large-U Hubbard (non-

double-occupancy or the M ott-insulator)constraint. In

our SU (4) m odel, there is no need to introduce such

a projection arti�cially because the SU (4) sym m etry

constraint already im plies a constraint of non-double-

occupancy with charge density localized on sites ofthe

underlying lattice. W e shalldem onstrate this explicitly

and give a detailed discussion ofthe consequences in a

subsequentpaper.

Toseein m oredetailhow in theSU (4)m odelabroken

SO (5) sym m etry can interpolate between AF and SC

states as particle num ber varies,let us perturb slightly

awayfrom theSO (5)lim itofp = 1=2in Eq.(33).In Fig.

2a,SU (4)coherentstate resultsforp = 0:52 areshown.

W e denote the value of� m inim izing hH i as �0. The

corresponding variation ofthe AF orderparam eterQ =

hQ zi with n,and its com parison with the variation in

varioussym m etry lim itsaresum m arized in Fig.2b.The

variationsofthe AF,SC and SO (5) correlations(Q ,�

and �)with theholedopingx areshown in Fig.2c,while

the variations ofthe contributions ofeach term in the

Ham iltonian (the pairing D yD and the AF interaction

~Q �~Q )to the totalenergy are shown in Fig.2d. In Fig.

2,there isan im portantquantity,the criticaldoping xc,

which can be expressed analytically as[24]

xc =

s

1�
G
(0)

e�

�e�
=

r

1�
1� p

p
: (46)

Forp = 0:52,wehavexc = 0:277.

A . A ntiferrom agnetic O rder

O ne seesfrom Fig.2 thatifn isnear
 (half�lling),

�0 ’ � 0:5;thiscorrespondsto AF order,sincethe stag-

gered m agnetization reachesitsm axim um ,Q = 
=2,and

there areno pairing orSO (5)correlations(� = � = 0).

W ith the onset of hole doping, n=
 decreases (x in-

creases). The AF correlation Q quickly dim inishes and

the pairing and SO (5)correlations,� and �,increase.

B . U nderdoped SO (5) Fluctuations

Before Q vanishes at the criticaldoping xc = 0:277

(n=
 = 0:723),the system hasan energy surface alm ost


atforbroad rangesof�,im plying thepresenceoflarge-

am plitude 
uctuationsin AF order(and equivalently in

SC order).M eanwhile,theSO (5)correlation � increases

and reachesitsm axim um atthedopingwherethepairing

and AF correlationsbecom eequaltoeach other(seeFigs.

2c and 2d). This is the underdoped SC region. The

coexistence of these three correlations com peting with

each otherisconsistentwith the com plexity and variety

ofexperim entalphenom ena in thisregion.

C . Superconducting O rder

For sm allvalues of n (x > xc), the stable point is

�0 = 0.Thiscorrespondsto SC order,sinceboth theAF

and SO (5)correlationsvanish (Q = � = 0),and only the

pairing correlation rem ains(� > 0).Thecriticaldoping

xc istheoptim aldoping pointsince� ism axim um atx c

and decreasesashole-doping increases.Thusthedoping

range x > xc m ay be considered to be the overdoped

region.Thecriticaldopingxc dependson theratioofthe

pairingand the ~Q �~Q strengths(seeEq.(46)).Thelarger

the pairing strength G
(0)

e�
relative to the ~Q �~Q strength

�e� in Eq.(46),thesm allerthecriticaldoping valuexc.
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FIG .2: (a) As for Fig. 1,but for slightly perturbed SO (5). The dotted line indicates the location ofthe ground state as

n varies and the corresponding � value is denoted as �0. (b) Variation ofthe AF order param eter with e�ective occupation

num ber for di�erent values ofp. (c) Variation ofthe AF,SC and SO (5) order param eters Q ,�,and � as functions ofthe

e�ective hole concentration x.(d)Variation ofthe ratio ofpairing and ~Q �~Q interactionsto the totalenergy ofthe system as

functionsofthe e�ective hole concentration x.

V II. H A M ILT O N IA N FO R H IG H T c

SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y

From theabovediscussion onecan seethat,with aper-

turbed SO (5)sym m etry,the system can undergo phase

transitions from the AF order at half�lling to the SC

order at sm aller �lling as particle num ber varies. This

pictureisatleastqualitatively consistentwith theobser-

vations.The SO (5)sym m etry breaking in the Ham ilto-

nian (p largerthan 1=2)iscrucial. O nly when SO (5)is

broken does the energy surface interpolate between AF

and SC orderasdoping isvaried (com pare the surfaces

for p = 1=2 and p = 0:52 in Figs.1 and 2). W e thus

conclude that high tem perature superconductivity m ay

bedescribed by a Ham iltonian thatconservesSU (4)but

breaks(explicitly)SO (5)sym m etry in a direction favor-

ing AF orderoverSC order.

The deviation from the SO (5)sym m etry need notbe

large.Experim entally,itisknown thattheoptim aldop-

ing Pc is around 0.16,suggesting that xc ’ 0:48 (note

thatxc ’ 3Pc).Thisleadsto p = 0:56 according to Eq.

(46),which isform allyquiteclosetotheSO (5)sym m etry

lim it.

However,itshould bestressed thatbecauseofthecrit-

icalnature ofthe SO (5)sym m etry,a slightly perturbed

SO (5)Ham iltonian m ay havesolutionsthatarecloseto

theothersym m etry lim itsoftheSU (4)m odelforpartic-

ularelectron occupation ratios,even though the Ham il-

tonian itselfisnotform ally in any ofthedynam icalsym -

m etry lim its. For exam ple,one can see from Figs.2c

and 2d that the Ham iltonian near half �lling actually

behaves like an SO (4) Ham iltonian since it e�ectively

contains only the ~Q �~Q correlation term (~Q �~Q is the

prim ary com ponentoftheSO (4)Casim ir).Likewisethe

perturbed SO (5) Ham iltonian approxim ates the SU (2)

Ham iltonian containing only theD yD term when x > xc

(see Figs 2c and 2d). O nly in the interm ediate doping

range (0 < x < xc),where both D yD and ~Q �~Q corre-

lationshave signi�cantcontributions,doesthe p = 0:52

Ham iltonian behavelikean approxim ateSO (5)Ham ilto-

nian,asitshould form ally.In particular,neartheregion

wheretheD yD and ~Q �~Q term shaveequivalentcontribu-
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tionsand the SO (5)correlations(the operator�)reach

their m axim um ,the p = 0:52 solution lies very close to

the SO (5)sym m etry lim it,asonewould expect.

The present analysis im plies that the underdoped

regim e is naturally associated with the SU (4)� SO (5)

dynam ical sym m etry interpolating between antiferro-

m agnetic and superconducting order. Likewise, opti-

m ally doped and overdoped superconductors are natu-

rallyassociated with theSU (4)� SU (2)dynam icalsym -

m etry and AF insulatorsnearhalf�lling are associated

with the SU (4)� SO (4)dynam icalsym m etry (orsm all

perturbationsaround these sym m etries).

Aswe shalldiscussin a separate publication [26],the

appearanceofpseudogap behavior[27]can bedescribed,

and m uch ofthe quantitativephasediagram in cuprates

can be reproduced rather well[24],ifa �xed Ham ilto-

nian with slightlybrokenSO (5)sym m etrybutpreserving

SU (4)overallsym m etry isadopted.Thisagain supports

ourinterpretation ofSO (5)sym m etry asan criticaldy-

nam icalsym m etry.Thesm allSO (5)sym m etry breaking

distortsthe com pletely 
atenergy surface athalf�lling

to stabilize AF characterin the system ;the criticalna-

tureoftheSO (5)dynam icalsym m etry (thatthesystem

interpolatesbetween two phases)rem ains.

V III. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The present paper serves to introduce into the con-

densed m atter literature the technology of generalized

coherentstates. As we have shown in the exam ple dis-

cussed here,these m ethodsprovide a system atic way to

relate a m any-body theory to its approxim ate broken

sym m etry solutions. Thisapproach m ay be viewed asa

standardized technology forconstructing energy surfaces

form any-body theoriesde�ned in term softhealgebraof

their second-quantized operators,orequivalently asthe

m ostgeneralBogoliubov transform ation perm itted,sub-

ject to a sym m etry constraint on the Ham iltonian ofa

system .

To illustrate the power ofthese techniques,we have

used generalized coherentstatesto understand the rela-

tionship between the SU (4)m odelofsuperconductivity

[4]and theZhangSO (5)m odel[1].TheuseofSU (4)co-

herentstatesto analyze the energy surface ofitsSO (5)

subgroup perm its us to interpret the SO (5) as a criti-

caldynam icalsym m etry that interpolates between AF

and d-wave SC order as doping is varied,and suggests

sim ilaritieswith analogouscriticaldynam icalsym m etries

wellknown from nuclearstructurephysics.Thisperm its

the SO (5) sym m etry to be understood dynam ically as

a criticalphase that,for a range ofdoping,has an en-

ergy surface extrem ely softagainstAF 
uctuationsand

therefore having m uch ofthe character ofa spin glass

(or possible stripe phases in the presence ofa spatially

m odulated perturbation).

Thus,the coherentstate analysissuggeststhatSO (5)

isthe appropriate sym m etry ofthe underdoped regim e,

butthattheAF phaseathalf�lling and theoptim aland

overdoped SC phasesare described by two otherSU (4)

subgroups: SO (4) and SU (2),respectively. The coher-

entstateanalysisalsoshowsclearly thattherequirem ent

ofsm alldeviationsfrom SO (5)sym m etry and theneces-

sary dopingdependenceofthesolutionsthatareinserted

in theZhangm odeloccurnaturally when SO (5)isasub-

group ofSU (4).

In addition,wenotethattheresultsobtained herem ay

have som e broader im plications. Although the present

application isspeci�cally to thehigh-tem peraturesuper-

conductorproblem ,we m ay anticipate thatthese m ath-

em aticaltechniquescould �nd useforany application in

condensed m atter physics where it is im portant to un-

derstand the relationship between an exact m any-body

theory and the orderparam eter(s)characterizing itsap-

proxim atebroken sym m etry solutions.Clearly thereare

m any such possibilities.

Finally,the conceptofa criticaldynam icalsym m etry

thatwehaveintroduced herein a condensed m attercon-

textisonethathasalready found im portantapplication

in other areas ofphysics. This im plies that there m ay

be deep algebraic analogies between various condensed

m atter system s and super�cially di�erent system s ap-

pearing in other �elds ofm any-body physics. W e have

suggested one such analogy here between the physicsof

high-tem peraturesuperconductorsand thephysicsofcol-

lectivestatesin heavy atom icnuclei.
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