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An SU (4) m odelofhigh-tem perature superconductivity and antiferrom agnetism has recently been
proposed. The SO (5) group em ployed by Zhang is em bedded in this SU (4) as a subgroup, suggest—
Ing a connection between our SU (4) m odel and 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
the nature ofthe SO (5) subgroup. By constructing coherent-state energy surfaces, we dem onstrate
explicitly thatthe SU (4) SO (5) sym m etry can be interpreted asa criticaldynam icalsym m etry in—
terpolating betw een superconducting and antiferrom agnetic phases, and that this criticaldynam ical
sym m etry hasm any sin ilarities to criticaldynam icalsym m etries identi ed previously in other elds
of physics. M ore generally, we dem onstrate w ith this exam ple that the m athem atical techniques
associated w ith generalized coherent states m ay have powerfiil applications in condensed m atter
physics because they provide a clear connection between m icroscopic m any-body theories and their
broken-sym m etry approxin ate solutions. In addition, these m ethodsm ay be interpreted as de ning
the m ost general B ogoliubov transform ation sub fct to a Lie group sym m etry constraint, thus pro-—
viding a m athem atical connection between algebraic form ulations and the language of quasiparticle
theory. Finally, we suggest that the identi cation of the SO (5) symm etry as a critical dynam i-
cal symm etry In plies deep algebraic connections between high-tem perature superconductors and

seem ingly unrelated phenom ena in other eld ofphysics.

PACS numbers: 7420M n

I. NTRODUCTION

D ata for cuprate high-tem perature superconductiviy
(SC ) suggests d-w ave singlet pairing in the superconduct—
ing state and that superconductivity in these system s is
closely related to the antiferrom agnetic A F) insulator
properties of the undoped com pounds. T hisproxin ity of
superconducting and antiferrom agnetic order is unusual
and suggests that a correct description of cuprate super-
conductors m ust pem it the SC and AF order to enter
the theory on a sin ilar footing.

A . UniedM odels

S~ .Zhang et al il:, :_2, -'jﬁ] proposed to unify AF and
SC states by assam bling their order param eters into a
5-din ensional vector and constructing an SO (5) group
that rotates AF order into d-wave SC order. Recently,
we Introduced an SU (4) m odel t_ll] of high-tem perature
SC and AF orderhaving SO (5) as a subgroup. Them o—
tivation for and m ethodology of the SU (4) m odel are
super cially ratherdi erent from those ofZhang and col-
laborators. H ow ever, the appearance ofthe Zhang SO (5)
as a subgroup of the SU (4) symm etry Im plies that the
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two m odels m ust have a strong physical relationship, as
we have already suggested ?_ﬂ].

Onedi culty n understanding this relationship isthat
the twom odels are form ulated using di erent approaches
that em ploy di erent languages. In the SU (4) m odelthe

ve operators responsible for AF order (three staggered
m agnetization operator com ponents) and SC orxder (two
d-w ave pair operators) enter the theory as quantum me-
chanical operators, on exactly the sam e footing as all of
the other ten generators of SU (4) &]. Thus, the SU (4)
model is a m any-body, fully quantum m echanical the-
ory In which the charge and soin are exactly conserved,
so there is no spontaneously broken symm etry. This
is, of course, as it should be: the charge and soin are
rigorously conserved In a fullm any-body form ulation of
the problem as they are In nature. In the Zhang SO (5)
m odel, the ve operators corresponding to the staggered
m agnetization and the d-w ave singlet pairing are Instead
treated as order param eters (expectation values of op—
erators In a broken symm etry state). Therefore, In the
SO (5) m odel the antiferrom agnetic phase and the super—
conducting phase are associated w ith approxim ate solu—
tions of the m any-body problem that break charge and
spin symm etry spontaneously.

The m ethodology em ployed in the developm ent of the
SU (4) m odel (system atic application of principles ofdy—
nam ical sym m etry) has found broad application in other

elds such as nuclar structure EJ', :2:], m olecular physics
55, -'_9], or particle physics f_l-C_i] This inplies a desp al-
gebraic connection between high tem perature supercon—
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ductivity and a variety of phenom ena in other elds of
physics that bear no super cial resemblance to high-
tem perature superconductors. For example, we have
pointed out previously iff] that there is an alm ost perfect
m athem atical analogy at the algebraic levelbetween the
AF-SC ocom petition in cuprates and the com petition be-
tween quadrupole deform ation of the nuclearmean eld
and nuclkon pairing that is a central organizing princi-
ple of nuclkar structure physics. T he appearance of the
SO (5) subgroup in the dynam icalsym m etry ofthe SU (4)
m odel for high-tem perature superconductors is very sin —
ilar to that ofthe SO (7) subgroup in the SO (8) ferm ion
dynam ical symm etry m odel E§] that describes nuclear
structure.

B . G eneralized C oherent States

T here isa welldeveloped theoretical approach to relat—
Ing a m any-body algebraic theory w ith no broken sym —
m etry to an approxim ation of that theory that exhbits
spontaneously broken symm etry: the m ethod of gener-
alized coherent states [_1-1:] Thism ethod m ay be viewed
as the extension ofG lauber coherent state theory (which
is built on an SU () 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—
eral H atreeFock-B ogoliubov variational m ethod under
symm etry constraints, and has been applied extensively
In various areas of physics and m athem atical physics,
though not to our know ledge In condensed m atter.

The result of such a coherent state analysis is a set
of energy surfaces that represent an approxin ation to
the original theory in which order param eters appear
as independent variables. In the general case, these en-—
ergy surfaces can exhibit (possbly multiple) m inin a and
thesem Inin a m ay appear at non-zero valies of the order
param eters, in plying spontaneous sym m etry breaking.
T hus, the generalized coherent statem ethod is a system -
atic approach to relating a m any-body algebraic theory
to is approxin ate symm etric and broken symm etry so—
lutions.

C . CriticalD ynam ical Sym m etries

T he concept of a critical dynam ical sym m etry appears
naturally in applications of generalized coherent state
techniquesto other eldsofphysics. A criticaldynam ical
symm etry is a dynam ical symm etry having eigenstates
that vary sm oothly with a param eter (usually particle—
num ber related) such that the eigenstates approxin ate
one phase of the theory on one end of the param eter
range and a di erent phase of the theory at the other
end of the param eter range, w ith eigenstates in between
exhibiting large soffiness against uctuations in the order
param eters describing the two phases.

W e shall dem onstrate here what is, to our know ledge,
the rst exam pl in condensed m atter physics of such a
symm etry. In this case, the critical dynam ical symm e—
try will be shown to be based on the SO (5) subgroup
0of SU (4), and i will be shown to interpolate between
AF and SC order as the hole doping param eter is var-
ied. Thus, we shall propose that, within the context of
them oregeneralSU (4) m odel, the SO (5) symm 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
tem s using the language of Lie algebras and generalized
coherent state theory, and that is related to critical dy—
nam ical sym m etries that have been found in other elds
of physics.

D . Symm etry B reaking

W e shalluse these results to derive a resul that has re—
ceived considerable attention for the SO (5) m odel: that
an exact SO (5) sym m etry cannot account forthe detailed
phenom enology of the cuprate superconductors and that
it is necessary to break SO (5) (explicitly, not soonta—
neously) In a particular way In order to recover M ott
nsulator nom al states at half 1ling, as is required by
the data. A swe shall show, the embedding 0o£ S0 (5) as
a subgroup of SU (4) In plies naturally that SO (5) must
be broken in thism anner in order to produce the correct
nom alstates at half 1ling.

E. GoalsofPaper

Let us conclude this introduction by enum erating con—
cisely the prin ary goals of this paper:

1. This paper serves to introduce the generalized co—
herent state m ethod to issues in condensed m atter
physics.

2.W e shallshow how to relate the generalized coher—
ent state to the m ost general variational quasipar-
ticle states that can be constructed sub gct to the
constraints of SU (4) symm etry.

3. This paper introduces into the high-tem perature
superconductor discussion in particular and con-—
densed m atter in general, the concepts of critical
dynam ical sym m etries that have been applied w ith
considerable success In other elds ofphysics.

4.W e shall dem onstrate that the coherent state so-—
Jution of the SU (4) model identi es SO (5) as a
criticaldynam icalsymm etry. T his critical dynam i-
calsymm etry w illbe shown to Interpolate between
AF and SC order as the hole doping of the sys—
tem isvaried. T his doping dependence is a natural
consequence of the SU (4) symm etry, without the
Introduction of a chem icalpotential ansatz.



5.W e shall show that the AF and SC phases them —
selves are more econom ically descrbed, not by
SO (5), but by dynam ical symm etries built on
SO (4) and SU (2) subgroupsofSU 4), respectively.
T hus, we shall dem onstrate that SU (4) accounts
for both the origin ofthe AF and SC order param —
eters and the SO (5) \rotation" of the superspin
vector betw een these phases.

6. W e shalldem onstrate that as a fundam entalconse—
quence ofthe SU (4) structure the SO (5) subgroup
m ust be broken in order to produce M ott insulator
nom al states. Furthem ore, we shall dem onstrate
that the required sym m etry breaking term s and the
doping dependence of the solutions occur naturally
within the SU (4) parent algebra and need not be
Introduced by hand as is required In the Zhang
SO (5) m odel.

7.W e shall show that, because of the nature of the
critical dynam ical symmetry, an AF perturdoed
SU 4) SO (5) Ham iltonian is able to approxi-
m ate various symm etry lin it solutions depending
on the doping: the solutions are close to the SO (4)
lim i presenting AF order around half 1ling, and
approach the SU (2) lm it presenting SC order as
the hole doping increases. Thus the SU (4) m odel
w ith a perturbed SO (5) Ham ittonian is able to ac-
count for the essential features ofhigh T supercon—
ductors.

O ur approach w illbe to introduce the basic features of
the coherent state technique In sections IT and ITT. In sec—
tion IV we derive the coherent state energy surfaces for
the SU (4) m odel, and in Section V we discussthe SU (4)
energy surfaces in various dynam ical symm etry lim its.
In Section VI, we use SU (4) energy surfaces to exam ine
the properties ofbroken SO (5) symm etry, and then use
these results in Section VIT to argue that wih a anall
AF-preferred symm etry breaking, an SU (4) SO (5)
Ham ittonian m ay be abl to describe high tem perature
superconductivity. Section V ITT presents a sum m ary and
conclusions.

II. COHERENT STATESAND THE SU (4)
MATRIX REPRESENTATION

G imore 13, 13] and Perelom ov (4] (see also earlier
work by K lauder [I5]) dem onstrated that G lauber co-
herent states [16] fr the electrom agnetic el could be
generalized to de ne coherent states associated w ith the
structure of an arbitrary Lie group. In particular, they
observed that the original G lauber theory for coherent
photon states m ay be expressed in temtm s of an SU (2)
Lie algebra by exam ining the com m utation properties of
the second-quantized operators of the theory. O nce the
theory hasbeen form ulated In tem sofan SU (2) algebra
generated by com binations of creation and annihilation

operators, the form alisn m ay be generalized to encom —
pass a sst of such operators closed under any Lie algebra.

W e shall term this extension of the G lauber theory
to arbitrary Lie algebras the generalized coherent state
m ethod. Since an extensive review oonoemmg the basic
approach has been presented in [11 we om i an Intro—
duction to the generaltechnique and proceed directly to
a speci c application of the generalized coherent state
m ethod to the SU 4) algebra.

A . A lgebraic Structure

A convenientw ay to analyze these generalized coherent
states is In tem s of their geom etry, which is In oneto-
one correspondence w ith the coset space. Let us begin
w ith the algebraic structure of the SU (4) m odel §1. W e
Introduce 16 bilinear ferm ion operators:

X X
P, = gk P12 = g k)c x#cn
k k
qli/j = g(k)ciJrQ;iCy iy = (qiyj)y @)
X" )
Qi = S Siy = A%z 4

k

w here c}i;i creates a ferm ion of m om entum k and spin
progction i;j= lor2 "or#,Q = (; ; )isanAF
ordering vector, =2 isthe electron-pair degeneracy, and
follow ing Refs. E_Z,:::’]we de ne

gk) = sgn(cosky cosky)
w ith the constraints
gk+ Q)= gk); P k)j= 1:

Under com m utation the operator set @') closesa U (4)
algebra corresponding to the group structure

SO@ U@ SUR. U@
U@ sSU@ SOB) SUR. U@ @)
SU@)p SUR). SUQE. U@

w here we require each subgroup chain to end In the sub—
group

SUR)s U@ 3)

representing spin (the SU (2)s factor) and charge (the
U (1) factor) conservation, because the physical states of
the system obey these conservation law s.

In Ref. i_4] w e discussed the representation structure of
@'_2) and showed that the SO (4) subgroup is associated
w ith antiferrom agnetism , the SU (2), subgroup is associ-
ated w ith d-wave superconductivity, and the SO (5) sub—
group is associated with a transitional sym m etry inter—
polating between the othertwo. In thispaper, we further
provide the fullm athem atical justi cation for nterpret-
Ing the SO (5) subgroup asa symm etry interpolating dy—
nam ically between SC and AF phases.



B. A Convenient B asis for G enerators

Tt is convenient to take as the generators of U (4) !

U (1)eg SU (4) the new combinations
Q+ = Q11+ Q2= (CiJ,Qan*C]LQ#CH)
k
Szt S»1 . S12 S21 S11 S22
S = ;1 i
2 2 2
g = Q12+t Q21; j_Q12 Q21; Q11 Q22 @)
2 2 2I
o d dird v
2 2 2
~ = (Y)Y DY¥=p], D=p M =111+ Sz)

where Q; generates the U (1)g factor and is associated
w ith charge densiy waves (do not confiise thisU (1) fac—
tor w ith the one appearing in Eq. i_:’.) that is associated
w ith charge conservation), S is the spin operator, Q is
the staggered m agnetization, the operators ~¥ and ~ are
those ofRef. E}:], the operatorsD ¥ and D are associated
w ith d-wave pairs, and

2M =n

is the charge operator. Because of the direct product
structure U @) ! U (1).gq SU (4), we can w ithout loss
of generality analyze the U (4) structure in tem s of its
subgroup SU (4), wih the U (1)g factor considered sep—
arately. Hence all subsequent discussion w ill deal w ith
the SU (4) subgroup ofU 4).

T o facilitate com parison w ith the SO (5) sym m etry, the

SO (6) SU (4) generatorsm ay be expressed as
0 1
0
B0 o o :
La,=5B *' * o 5
ab 8 - Qy Sz 0 & ()
.+ Q. Sy s, o A
iD M ix iy 1, O
where we de ne
_ 1 _ 1 y
D =10 DY) s =20 D ©)
wih Lop = Lps and with com m utation relations

Lap;Legl= i( acLing adLlipe pcliad T baliac): (7)

C. FaithfulM atrix R epresentation

T he coherent state m ethod requires a faithfiilm atrix
representation of SU (4). E xplicit m ultiplication verdi es

that the follow Ing m apping preserves the algebra of (-'j.) :

0 i 0 0
Y Y |
Piz ° 0 0 Piz © i, 0
0 0 0
q{z ! 0 Ox G ! . 0
0 I+ 0 0
| z 1
% ! 0 0 At 1+, 0
0 I 0 0
1 z 1
O1:32/2 . 0 0 qQZ . T 2 0
(8)
0 0
SlZ ! O+ SZl ! 0 +
I+ I z
Snl 2 onl, Skl 31l
2 2
0 0
Q12 ! o+ Q21 ! 0 N
I+ I
=T =z 0 z O
Q! 6 I+ Q! 6 I,
2 2
w here
Qi Qu+t 57
the x, y,and , are Paulim atrices in the standard
representation,

and I isa unim atrix. Likew ise, it is easily veri ed that
In tem s of this representation,

0i 0 o0

M| y |
P70 0 Py
R , 00
x 0 0 x i, 0
,, 0T 0 0
y 0 0 v I 0

©)

S0 ! 0 0
z 0 0 z . 0
0 s 0

o ! s
0 0 s

I

I I 0

] 2 |
M 0o 2 A 0 I

whereQ', = Q, +

D . Collective Subspace

W e take as a H ibert space

Bi= Penyngngi= ( ¥)™ ()™ (¥ ¥ Pi



which is a collective subspace associated wih SO (6) ir-
reps of the form

(17 27 3)= (:0;0):

In this notation we use the welkknown isom orphism of
SU (4) and SO (6) to labelthe irreducible representations
with the standard SO (6) quantum numbers ( 1; 2; 3)
ti7]. Physically, this irrep represents a \m axin ally
stretched" state In the representation space that is in
tum associated w ith m axin al collectivity; as such, i is
the obvious candidate for a collective subspace describing
the lowest states of the systam .

O ne sees in m ediately that the expectation value ofQ .
is zero for any state In this collective SU (4) space: the
m atrix representation of Q' is a unit m atrix, and thus
Q4+ commuteswih allthe SU (4) generators, lkeading to

P, Hi= 0:
In the symm etry lim i, this In plies that charge densiy

wave excitation are exc]ud_ed from the SU (4) m odel re—
stricted to this subspace [18].

E. SU (4) Casim ir O perator

The Casin ir operator of SU (4) SO (6)

Couy=~Y ~+DD+S S+Q O+M M 4
10)

is an Invariant and its expectation value in this collective
subspace

BSLagePi= G+ 4) 11)
is a constant.

III. SYMMETRYCONSTRAINED
BOGOLIUBOV TRANSFORMATION

U tilizing the m ethods of R ef. Iil:], the coset space is
SU (4)=S0O 4) U 1);

w here the SO (4) subgroup is generated by QO and S, and

U (1) is generated by the charge operatorM . T he coher-
ent state m ay be w ritten as
j i= T jO i: 12)
The operator T isde ned by
T = exp( ooPj, + 109, h:icd); 13)

where ) iisthephysicalvacuum (the ground state ofthe
system ), the realparam eters oo and 19 are symm etry—
constrained variational param eters, and h. c.m eans the

hem iian conjigate. Since the variational param eters
weight the elem entary excitation operators p;y, and g,
in Eq. {13), they represent collective state param eters
for a subspace truncated under the SU (4) symm etry.
The most general coherent state corresponds to a 4-
din ensional, com plex, com pact m anifold param eterized
by 8 realvariables. T he reduction of the coherent state
param etersto only two in Eqg. ('_13:) follow s from requiring
tin e reversalsym m etry and assum ing the conservation of
soin proction S, for the wavefunction.

Tt is often smmplr to view the ooherent states as
HatreeFock-Bogoliubov HFB) variational states con—
strained by the dynam ical symm etry. The symm etry—
constrained HFB coherent state m ethod is discussed In
Refs. [_fl:,:_ig, g-q, 2-]_:, :_2?] Tt may be viewed as a type of
m ean— eld approxin ation to the underlying m any-body
problem that isparticularly usefiil in the present context
because it leads to easily visualized energy surfaces. T his
denti cation provides a natural connection to sponta—
neously broken sym m etries and e ective Lagrangian eld
theories on the one hand, and to quasiparticle language
on the other.

From the coset representative expressed in the 4-
din ensional m atrix representation @), the transform a-
tion operator T de ned in Eq. C_lZ_i) m ay be w ritten as

T = Y, X % 0 +
XYy, ( ) 0
where Y1 and Y, are determ ined by the requirem ent
that T be unitary, and and are variational param -
eters related to oo and 19 0 Eq. {13) (sse Ref. [11)).
Introducing

Vs + v ; 14)
the requirem ent of unitarity gives
_ 0 v w0 ~_u O
X = A% 0 1= 0 u Y2= 0 uy
w ith the constraint that
w o+ vt =1 15)

A . Quasiferm ion Transform ation

The existence of the 4-dim ensional m atrix represen—
tation of the SU (4) algebra in plies the existence of a
representation In which the sihgleparticle basis can be
w ritten in the form

fchiclyic nic 4g;

where isa state conjugateto . In this representation,
any geneJ:atorOA m ay be written as

ol pl2 X ai 22)
045 ¢c3+ 05 ¢ic;
i ,

i
(12) (1) .
+ Oij CYiCYj+Oij CiCy



and Eqg. (_1-2:) is seen to be a B ogoliubov type transform a—
tion, but one that is constrained to preserve the SU (4)
symm etry.

Through the operator T, the physical vacuum state
P i (the ground state of the system ) is transform ed to
a quasiparticle vacuum state j i, w ith the param eters
and (or v ) detemm ined by m inin izing the energy of
the systam . Likew ise, the basic ferm ion operators

fc' i yic vic 49
are transform ed to quasiferm ion operators

Yy .5y . .
fa wid #Ia n;a #g

through
0 1 0 1
Cn ann
B C#S B a#g
B =B .
T€ ¢, 87¢€ ", & e
dy a’,

B. OneBody and Two-Body O perators

U sing the transform ation C_l-Q‘), one can express any
one-body operator In the quasiparticle space as {_22:‘]

R 1 0 11) 0 (12)
TOT - (21) (22)
O (0]
X X n
| ¢~ (22) (11) _y i (22) _y )
0 Oy Oija.lj Oji @5
i i
(12) (21) °
y .y
+ 0y @@ 3+ 0,5 aia

wheretheozfj :

's are xed by the transform ation prop—
erties of the opeJ:atorOA :

X
)
ol. — [T(m>o(mn)(T l)(n )]ij

m ;n

a7

and T ‘™) and 0 ® ™) are two-din ensional subm atrixes
of T and G, respectively.

B ecause the quasiparticle annihilation operator acting
on the quasiparticle vacuum j i is zero, the expectation
values for onebody operators S are given by

X X
©Wi=h Fii= o5’ =  Tro®) a8
;i
and for tw obody operators OAA OAB ,
I"OAA(j\BiZ h:DAAOAle
X (22) 22)
= Tr©, ) TrOg ) 19)
0
X
+ Tro 2o M)

A

C . Expectation Value of G enerators

U tilizing equagions (u'g) and C_l-j){ C_l-g'), and noting that
the sum m ation provides a factor of =2 since the
m atrix elem ents of Eq. c_ij) do not depend on , one
obtains the expectation values for all the generators and
their scalarproducts in the coherent state representation :

WYi=MWi=3% @ v +ww); (20)
hii=h.i=% @ v ww); @1
Q  MW.i=1 i V) (22)
mi n = w2++v*); 23)
hyi= hyi=hi=Myi=M,i= 0; (24)
DDi= 1 ‘v tuv )+ itV e
h!Y!i=%2(u+v+ u v )?

+1 wi+ v+ A 26)

hO O0i= 1262 )+l [u,v)
v )P v )+ v )’ @D
hS 5i- v )P+ @ v )’y @8)
M2%i=t@ )%+ 3 ew)+ @ v )R

2
U sing the above resuls, one can also verify Eqg. C_l-]_;) ex—
plicitly for the expectation value of the C asim ir operator
Csu) -

D . O rder Param eters

By virtue of the unitarity condition C_l-§'), there are
only tw o independent variationalparam eters in the above
equations. They m ay be chosen aseitherv, andv ,oras

and ,usihg E_lff) . However, from Eq. LZ_j) the squares
ofv (orof and ) are constrained by the equation of
a circle since

n=mMmMi=

wi+vi)y=2(*+ %: @0

Thus, fora xed particle numbern wem ay evaluatem a—
trix elem ents with only a single variational param eter,
say , which may in tum be related to standard order
param eters by com paring m atrix elem ents. For exam —
ple, the z com ponent of the staggered m agnetization is
rehted to andv by

Q  Mm,i=1 &}
=2 O=Q)

T hesem easures of antiferrom agnetic order are in tum re—

lated to the superconducting order param eter  through

Eq. {30). From Egs. 30) and {31), the ranges of and
are

v2)

2)1=2 . (31)

P
0 n=4 n=4 n=2 :

Usihg Egs. @-(_i){ {_51:) one can then evaluate the energy
surface asa function ofQ or or ,and study the ground
state properties of the SU (4) m odel.



Iv. COHERENT STATE ENERGY SURFACES

Them ost generalH am iltonian forthe SU (4) m odeli_4]
is

vl GoDYD Gi~Y o~
QO 0+4gS S; (32)

H=r"a

where",v,Ggo,G1, ,and g areparam etersde ning the
strengths of single-particlke and interaction termm s. Since
Csua) Isan SU (4) invarant, ifwe assum e for the ground
state soin that iSi= 0 and that the number of particles
n isa good quantum num ber, Egs. C_l(_]‘){ @1‘-) In ply that
the H am iltonian {_5%) m ay be param eterized w thout loss
of generality as

Lo
H=Ho Gol[@ pDD+pQ Q J (33)

where p lies In the interval 0 to 1 and

(0)

G, = (@ pPIGo=Go Ga

e = PGo= G1 (34)
5 1 x?

Hg = "m wvn G1 2 :

(0)

G, and . arethe e ective strengths of pairing and

the Q' Q interactions, respectively.
From (30){ {31), one can show that

n 0
v2—2— = (35)

Egs. C_Z-(_j) and {_51‘1) can be w ritten as

p
b Yi=mi=

DYD = , + ; (36)
P
h Yi=h ,i= ~¥ ~=, @7)
w here
s
2
1 Q
1
= = - - = 38
> 2 5 (38)
and x is the e ective hole concentration
n
x=1 —: (39)

By \e ective" wem ean that x is a ratio of the holepair
num ber ( n)=2 to the pair degeneracy =2, rather
than the ratio of hole number to the total number of
lattice sites.)) It can be estim ated that to avoid hole-
paircollapse, is required to be roughly one-third ofthe
total lJattice sites, and in tum the true hole concentration
is onethird ofx P4].

The quantities and present the soin-singlkt and
soin-triplet pairing correlations. The form er is propor—
tionalto the superconducting pairing gap; the latter can

be regarded as a m easure of the SO (5) correlation since
the SO (5) Casim ir operator is

Csos = ~ ~45 S+ M M 3): 40)

By utilizing Egs. C_2-§;){ C_Z-]'), a general expression for the
energy surface of the SU (4) Ham iltonian as a function
of the antiferrom agnetic order param eter Q m ay be ob-
tained. nthe ! 1 Il i, the energy surface isde ned
by

EQ)=Mi Ho= Goll p) *+PQ%: @1
Converting Q into the altemative order param eter al-
low s us to express the energy surface as a function of
and n,

, Gy 2
E()=THi Hgy=
( 4 "

n n
24p 8) 2 — 2 +20 — 1 —
(24p ) T p) > >

r #)
2
+ 2i 22 1 Zi 422i 2 @2)

which m ay also be expressed in tem s of the supercon—
ducting order param eter  using {30).

V. COHERENT STATES AND SU (4)
SUBGROUPS

Assuming Go > 0 (suggested by phenom enology),
p = 1=2 ;n Eq. C_Sj) corresponds to SO (5) symm etry,
while the extrem e values 0 and 1 corresoond to SU (2)
and SO (4) symm etries, respectively (see Ref. Eff]). O ther
valuesofp respect SU (4) sym m etry but break the SO (5),
SO 4),and SU (2) subgroups. In Fig. 1 we illustrate the
ground-state energy E ( ) of EqQ. k_4_2l) as a function of
the order param eter for di erent electron occupation

fractionsn= with p= 0; £ and 1.

A . SU (2) Lim it

Forp = 0 BU 2) lm it; see Fig. la], the m inim um
energy occurs at = 0 (equivalently, Q = 0) for all
valuiesofn. Thus, reaches ism axinum value of

max — 3 1 x%; 43)

Indicating superconducting order.

B. SO (4) Lim it

Forp= 1 [BO (4) lim it; see Fig 1c], the opposite sit—
uation occurs: = 0 is an unstabl point and an in—
nitesim al uctuation w illdrive the system to the energy
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m agnetization) and the electron numbern through Eq. BI).

m inin a at nie,

1p—
= 1 n=: (44)

Thus, P jreaches itsm aximum value of n=2, indicating
the presence of AF order.

C. SO (5) Lim it

From Fig.1lb, the SO (5) dynam ical symm etry W ith
= 1) isseen to have extrem ely interesting behavior: the
m ininum energy occursat = 0 for allvalues ofn, as
In the SU ) case, but there are largeam plitude uctu-
ations in AF and SC order. In particular, when n isnear
(half 1ing), the system has an energy surface aln ost
at forbroad rangesof (orQ or ). This suggests a
phase havingm uch ofthe characterofa \spin glass" fora
range of doping fractions (gpeci cally, a phase very soft
against uctuations In the order param eters). It could
also lead to inhom ogeneous structures such as stripes
if there is a periodic spatialm odulation of the system,
since the soft nature of the energy surface im plies that
relatively an allperturbations can shift an SO (5) system
between antiferrom agnetic and superconducting behav—
jor. Asn= decreases, the uctuations becom e an aller
and the energy surface tendsm ore and m ore to the SU (2)
(superconducting) lim it.

n= ], which depends on n. The order param eter

is related to the order param eter Q D .1 (staggered

D. SO (5) Asa CriticalD ynam ical Sym m etry

D ynam ical symm etries that, within the dynam ical
symm etry iself, exhibi a transition between qualita-—
tively di erent energy surfaces as a param eter (usually
related to particle number) is varied have been tem ed
critical dynam ical sym m etries f_l-gi] The SO (5) dynam -
ical symm etry, within the context of its SU (4) parent
sym m etry, exhibits such transitional properties. At half

lling the energy surface is com pltely at under varia—
tions ofthe antiferrom agnetic order param eter  (see the
n = 10 curve ofFig. 1b), in plying large uctuations in
the orderparam eters. But ashole doping is increased the
SO (5) energy surface changes an oothly into one localized
around = 0 (seethen = 0:1 curve ofFig.1b). Thus,
SO (5) isan exam ple of a critical dynam ical sym m etry.

Such symm etries are well known In nuclkar structure
physics {11, 119, 20]. The SO (5) critical dynam ical sym —
m etry discussed here In a condensed m atter context has
m any fom alsin ilaritiesw ith the SO (8) SO (7) critical
dynam ical symm etry of the (nuclear) Fermm ion D ynam i-
cal Symm etry M odel i_d]. The condition for realization
of the SO (5) critical dynam ical symm etry is that the
strength of Q Q equals that of ')D in the Ham ilto-
nian; This is sim ilarto the SO (7) nuclar criticaldynam —
ical sym m etry, which is realized when there is an over-
all SO (8) symm etry and the m onopolk pairing and the
quadrupole interaction tem s are ofequalstrength in the



nuclear H am iltonian I_l-S_S] In the SO (7) case of nuclear
physics, the order param eter analogousto presentsnu-—
clear deform ation : nuclei around m idshell (half 1ling of
a shell by nuckons) are soft against shape uctuations
and transform into a sphericalshape (the SO (5) SU @2)

dynam ical symm etry lin it of the SO (8) symm etry) as
the num ber of nucleons increases.

VI. SO () SYMMETRY BREAKING

Underexact SO () symm etry (o= %),theAF and SC
states are degenerate at half 1lling. T here is no barrier
between AF and SC states, and onecan uctuate into the
other at zero cost in energy (see the n= = 1 curve of
Fig.1lb). This situation is inconsistent w th M ott insulat—
Ing behavior at half- lling. The Zhang SO (5) m odelhas
been challenged because under exact symm etry i does
not fully respect the phenom enological requirem ents of
\M ottness". A s Zhang i}:] has recognized, for antiferro-
m agnetic nsulator properties to exist at half 1ling, i is
necessary to break SO (5) symm etry. Such breaking of
the SO (5) subgroup symm etry is in plicit in the SU 4)
m odel, occurring natuJ:aJJy In theSU (4) m odelifp > 1=2
in the Ham iltonian C33) Furthem ore, the SU (4) sym —
m etry leads to the follow ing constraint
1 %? 5

~i=——— “: @45)

YD +Q QO+ ~ 2

T hisensures a doping dependence in the solutions, which
is necessary for descrbing the transition from AF to SC
In the cuprates.

Thus, the coherent state analysis indicates that the
phenom enologically required SO (5) symm etry breaking
and the doping dependence In the solutions occur natu—
rally in the SU (4) m odel. T hey need not be introduced
empmca]]y as proposed In the original Zhang SO (5)
m odel D:] Recently, a profcted SO (5) m odel ﬁ25] has
been Introduced. Its essence is a patch to the origi-
nal SO (5) model that in plem ents the G utzw iller pro—
Fction In order to satisfy the largeU Hubbard (on-
double-occupancy or the M ott-insulator) constraint. In
our SU (4) m odel, there is no need to Introduce such
a profction arti cially because the SU (4) symm etry
constraint already im plies a constraint of non-double—
occupancy with charge density localized on sites of the
underlying lattice. W e shall dem onstrate this explicitly
and give a detailed discussion of the consequences in a
subsequent paper.

To see in m oredetailhow in the SU (4) m odela broken
SO (5) symmetry can interpolate between AF and SC
states as particle num ber varies, let us perturb slightly
away from the SO (5) lin it ofp= 1=2 nEq. 33). n Fig.
2a, SU (4) coherent state results orp= 052 are shown.
W e denote the valuie of mhimizing lH ias . The
corresponding variation ofthe AF order param eter Q =
D ,iwih n, and is com parison with the varation in
various sym m etry lim its are sum m arized In Fig.2b. The

variations of the AF, SC and SO (5) correlations Q,
and ) wih thehol doping x are shown in Fig.2c, whilke
the variations of the contributions of each 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 is an in portant quantity, the cn_thaldopJng Xey
which can be expressed analytically as f_Z

S

¢ * 1 p
X = 1 € = 1 —: 46)
e I
Forp= 0:52,we have x. = 0277.
A . A ntiferrom agnetic O rder
One sees from Fig. 2 that ifn isnear Galf 1ling),

o’ 0:5; this corresponds to AF order, since the stag—
gered m agnetization reachesismaxinum ,Q = =2,and
there are no pairing or SO (5) correlations ( = = 0).
W ih the onset of hol doping, n= decreases (X In-
creases). The AF correlation Q quickly dim inishes and
the pairing and SO (5) correlations, and , increase.

B . Underdoped SO (5) Fluctuations

Before Q vanishes at the critical doping x. = 0277
= = 0:723), the systam has an energy surface aln ost
at orbroad rangesof , In plying the presence of large—
am plitude uctuations In AF order (and equivalently in
SC order). M eanwhile, the SO (5) correlation increases
and reaches itsm axin um at the doping w here the pairing
and AF correlationsbecom e equalto each other (seeF igs.
2c and 2d). This is the underdoped SC region. The
coexistence of these three correlations com peting w ith
each other is consistent w ith the com plexity and variety
of experin ental phenom ena in this region.

C . Superconducting O rder

For anall values of n X > Xx.), the stable poinnt is
o = 0. This correspondsto SC order, sihce both the AF
and SO (5) correlationsvanish Q = = 0),and only the
pairing correlation rem ains ( > 0). T he criticaldoping
X Isthe optim aldoping point since ismaxmmum atx .
and decreases as hole-doping increases. T hus the doping
range x > X. may be considered to be the overdoped
region. T he criticaldoping x. depends on the ratio ofthe
pairing and the Q' Q strengths (seeEq. Cfl-é)) . The larger
the pairing strength G @ reltive to the Q Q@ strength
e IhEQ. {46) the an a]Jer the critical doping value x..
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VII. HAM ILTONIAN FOR HIGH T.

SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

From the above discussion one can see that, w ith a per—
turbed SO (5) symm etry, the system can undergo phase
transitions from the AF order at half 1ling to the SC
order at smaller lling as particle number varies. This
picture is at least qualitatively consistent w ith the cbser—
vations. The SO (5) symm etry breaking in the H am itto—
nian (o larger than 1=2) is crucial. Only when SO (©) is
broken does the energy surface interpolate between AF
and SC order as doping is varied (com pare the surfaces
forp= 1=2 and p= 052 ;n Figs. 1 and 2). W e thus
conclude that high tem perature superconductivity m ay
be described by a H am iltonian that conserves SU (4) but
breaks (explicitly) SO (5) symm etry in a direction favor-
Ing AF order over SC order.

T he deviation from the SO (5) symm etry need not be
large. E xperin entally, it is known that the optin aldop—
Ing P, is around 0.16, suggesting that x. / 048 (note
that xc / 3P.). This krads to p= 056 according to Eq.

Cfl-é),whjch is form ally quite close to the SO (5) sym m etry
Iim it.

H ow ever, it should be stressed that because ofthe crit—
icalnature of the SO (5) symm etry, a slightly perturbed
SO (5) Ham iltonian m ay have solutions that are close to
the other sym m etry lin its ofthe SU (4) m odel for partic—
ular electron occupation ratios, even though the Ham il
tonian itself isnot form ally n any ofthe dynam ical sym —
metry lin its. For exam ple, one can see from Figs. 2c
and 2d that the Ham iltonian near half Iling actually
behaves ke an SO (4) Ham iltonian since it e ectively
contains only the Q0 Q ocorrelation tem (@ Q is the
prim ary com ponent ofthe SO (4) Casim ir). Likew ise the
perturbed SO (5) Ham iltonian approxim ates the SU (2)
Ham iltonian containing only the D YD temm when x > x¢
(see Figs 2c and 2d) . Only in the intermm ediate doping
range (0 < x < x.), where both DYD and QO Q corre—
lations have signi cant contributions, does the p = 052
H am iltonian behave like an approxin ate SO (5) H am ilto—
nian, as i should om ally. In particular, near the region
wheretheD YD and Q @ tem shave equivalent contribu—



tions and the SO (5) correlations (the operator ) reach
their m axinum , the p = 052 solution lies very close to
the SO (5) symm etry lim i, as one would expect.

The present analysis implies that the underdoped
regin e is naturally associated w ith the SU (4) SO (B)
dynam ical symm etry interpolating between antiferro—
m agnetic and superconducting order. Likew ise, opti-
m ally doped and overdoped superconductors are natu-—
rally associated w ith the SU (4) SU 2) dynam icalsym —
metry and AF Insulators near half Iling are associated
wih the SU (4) SO (4) dynam icalsymm etry (or small
perturbations around these sym m etries).

Aswe shalldiscuss in a separate Pub]jcatjon [_2-§], the
appearance of pseudogap behavior f_Z]‘] can be describbed,
and m uch of the quantitative phase diagram in cuprates
can be reproduced rather well I_Z-A_l'], ifa xed Ham ilto—
nian w ith slightly broken SO (5) sym m etry but preserving
SU (4) overallsym m etry is adopted. T hisagain supports
our interpretation of SO (5) symm etry as an critical dy-—
nam icalsymm etry. The an allSO (5) symm etry breaking
distorts the com pltely at energy surface at half lling
to stabilize AF character in the system ; the critical na—
ture ofthe SO (5) dynam icalsym m etry (that the system
Interpolates betw een two phases) ram ains.

VIII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

T he present paper serves to introduce into the con-—
densed m atter literature the technology of generalized
coherent states. A s we have shown in the exam ple dis-
cussed here, these m ethods provide a system atic way to
relate a m any-body theory to is approxim ate broken
symm etry solitions. This approach m ay be viewed as a
standardized technology for constructing energy surfaces
form any-body theoriesde ned in tem s ofthe algebra of
their second-quantized operators, or equivalently as the
m ost general B ogoliibov transform ation pem ited, sub-—
Fct to a symm etry constraint on the Ham iltonian of a
system .

To illustrate the power of these techniques, we have
used generalized coherent states to understand the rela—
tionship between the SU (4) m odel of superconductivity
#1and the Zhang SO (5) m odel fL]. The use of SU (4) co—
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herent states to analyze the energy surface of ts SO (5)
subgroup pem its us to interpret the SO (5) as a criti-
cal dynam ical symm etry that interpolates between AF
and d-wave SC order as doping is varied, and suggests
sin ilaritiesw ith analogous criticaldynam icalsym m etries
wellknown from nuclear structure physics. T his pem its
the SO (B) symm etry to be understood dynam ically as
a critical phase that, for a range of doping, has an en-
ergy surface extrem ely soft against AF uctuations and
therefore having much of the character of a spin glass
(or possble stripe phases In the presence of a spatially
m odulated perturbation).

T hus, the coherent state analysis suggests that SO (5)
is the appropriate sym m etry of the underdoped regin e,
but that the AF phase at half 1ling and the optin aland
overdoped SC phases are descrbed by two other SU (4)
subgroups: SO (4) and SU (2), respectively. T he coher—
ent state analysis also show s clearly that the requirem ent
of an alldeviations from SO (5) symm etry and the neces—
sary doping dependence ofthe solutions that are inserted
in the Zhangm odeloccurnaturally when SO () isa sub-
group ofSU (@).

In addition, w e note that the resuls obtained herem ay
have som e broader in plications. A fhough the present
application is speci cally to the high-tem perature super-
conductor problem , we m ay anticipate that these m ath—
am atical technigues could nd use for any application in
condensed m atter physics where it is in portant to un-
derstand the relationshipp between an exact m any-body
theory and the order param eter(s) characterizing its ap—
proxim ate broken sym m etry solutions. C learly there are
m any such possibilities.

F inally, the concept of a critical dynam ical sym m etry
that we have introduced here in a condensed m atter con—
text is one that has already found in portant application
In other areas of physics. This in plies that there m ay
be desp 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 physics of
high-tem perature superconductors and the physicsof col-
Jective states in heavy atom ic nuclki.
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