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Abstract

A s an extension of our previous work on the holon pairing instability in the
t—J Ham iltonian Phys. Rev. B 66, 054427 (2002)], we exam Ine the orbial
sym m etries of holon pairing order param eters in high T. superconductivity
by exam iIning the energy poles of tm atrix. W e nd that both s—and d-wave
symm etries In holon pair order param eter occur at low lying energy states
corresponding to the higher energy pols of tm atrix whilk only the s-wave
symm etry appears at the lowest energy pol and that this resuls in the d—
wave symm etry in the C ooper pair order which is a com posite of the holon
pair of s-wave symm etry and the spinon pair of d-wave symm etry below T..
F inally we dem onstrate that there exists no tin ereversal sym m etry breaking

In association w ith the C ooper pair order param eter.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A tpresent the C ooper pair order param eter ofd,: 2-wave symm etry forhigh T. cuprates
is generally accspted fli]. H owever, recent tunneling m easurem ents on Y B a,Cu30; 3 com —
pound show that pairing sym m etry changes from a pured,: 2-wave symm etry to am ixture
of d—and s-wave symm etries w ith the change of hole concentration P{4] orw ith the varia—
tion of applied m agnetic eld ). Cooper pair order param eters of com plex m xing such as
de 2+ idyy, and d,z 2 + is break the tin exeversal symm etry @,4]. There have been some
theoretical attem pts to explain the observed them al conductivity [B]in high T. cupratesby
resorting to the tin ereversal sym m etry breaking of the C ooperpairwave fiinction §;7]. On
the other hand, the signatures for tim exeversal sym m etry breaking have also been found
in the angle resolved photoem ission spectroscopy ], neutron scattering 8] and -SR mea—
surem ents 101 below the pssudogap tem perature T . Earlier, Vam a 11] proposed that the
fourfold pattem of circulating current inside the C uO, uni cell breaks the tin ereversal
symm etry. Chakravarty et al. {12] suggested that the tin exeversal symm etry is broken by
the d-density wave order which involves the circulating current around the Cu-O bond.

Recently we [14] reported the superconducting phase diagram by applying the Bethe-
Salpeter equation to our earlier U (1) and SU (2) holon-pair boson theory [1§] of t-J Ham i
tonian and obtained an arch shape structure of superconducting transition tem perature in
agreem ent w ith experin ents. The d,> 2-wave symm etry of C ooper pair can arise asa com —
posite of the s-wave symm etry of the holon pair and the d,: -wave symm etry of spinon
pair. In the previous tm atrix study we brie y reported a discussion on the d-wave symm e~
try of the C ooper pair order param eter at and below T.. Here we present a detailed study
on how the orbital symm etry of the holon pairing order param eters varies as a function of
excitation energy below and above T.. &t is of great interest to exam ine whether the w idely
used tJ Ham iltonian can intrinsically predict the tin e reversal sym m etry breaking by al-
Jow ing a com plex orbitalm ixing. T he ob fctives of the present paper are two-fold. First we
discuss the varation ofthe orbital sym m etry for holon pair order param eter w ith excitation
energy by exam ining the t-m atrix pole. Second we exam ine w hether there exists the tin e
reversal sym m etry breaking in association with the C ooper pair order param eter based on

the U (1) and SU ) slaveboson theories of the t-J H am iltonian.



IT.U (1) AND SU (2) SLAVEBOSON REPRENSENTATIONSOF T-M ATRIX

BASED ON T-UHAM ILTONIAN

W e w rite the t-J H am iltonian,
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where S;  § jmuny = (< cudy) (Gray  cyam). Here S; is the elkectron spin
operator at site i, S; = %cfl’ ¢ wih , the Pauli spin m atrix elem ent and n;, the
electron num ber operator at site 4, n; = ¢ ¢ . In the shveboson representation [16{21]
the electron anniilation operatorc of spin  is written as a com posite of spinon £ (spin
1=2 and charge 0 obct) and holon b (spin 0 and + e ocb Ect) operators. That is, ¢ = 't

In the U (1) theory and ¢ =Pl—§hy In the SU (2) theory wih =12wheref (b)Jsthe
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soinon holon) annihilation operator in the U (1) theory, and

0

=

by
and h = E) g are respectively the doublets of spinon and holon annihilation operators
b

In the SU 2) theory. In the slaveboson representation, the H eisenberg interaction tem is
written H; = %P bibjb;-’b}’ (fii;fjl.’.. fif.fy ) (Eynfyy  f34fir) Prthe U (1) theory and Hy =
% 3 1+ hih;) @+ héfhj) (féfg’l fifjl.’z) (Enf f5fn) Prthe SU ) theory. In the above
expressions the coupling between the charge holon pair) and soin (soinon pair) degrees of
freedom naturally arises from the com posite nature ofelectron having both spin and charge.
A fter decom position ofthe H eisenberg interaction term and proper H ubbard Stratonovich
transfom ations, the e ective mean eld Ham iltonian of holon is derived to be [15], for the
U (1) theory (see Appendix A for a derivation),
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where ;5=< f{ f; + ?—;b}’bj > isthe hopping orderparam eter and ifj =< fyufy Effm>,
the spnon pairing order param eter, and for the SU (2) slhveboson theory, (see Appendix B

for a derdvation),
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whereU;;y = % l]f = g isthe order param eterm atrix ofhopping order, ;5 and spinon
ij ij
pairing order, i wih =< f/f + Z @by Bby) > and §=< fufp  £pfa >

From the Bethe-Salpeter equation [14], we cbtain a m atrix equation for the t-m atrix, for
the U (1) slaveboson theory (see Appendix C for a detailed derivation),
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vk) = Jj ¢F «, the momentum space representation of holon-holon interaction with

x = (oosky + cosky) and n( ) = ==, the boson distrbution function. Sinilarly, we

obtain, for the SU (2) slaveboson theory (see Appendix D for a derivation),
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HereE, (k)= Ey and E, k)= Ey are the energy dispersions of upper and lower
q

lgands ofhlobnswjth Ex = t ( x)?+ ( ¢'x)? and 'y = (cosky oosky). U () =

u Vi
E’ ‘ ‘ z(i is the unitary m atrix which diagonalizes the onedbody holon H am iltonian w ith
Vi Uk
1 d t sgn (! )q t .
U = B 1 Ekk and v, = —gpi—k 1+ Ek". Here sgn (' ) denotes the sign of (cosky
0 0
cosky).) It isnoted that the tm a‘u:ioes,tko;k @;%p) and tko.k ;) ortheU (1) and SU 2)



theories respectively are independent of the M atsubara frequencies kg and ky, ow Ing to the
consideration of nstantaneous holon-holon interaction, v (k0 k).

The t-m atrices are num erically evaluated from the use ofEgs.@4) and (§) at each tem -
perature and hol doping concentration. T he hopping and spinon pairing order param eters
in Egs.@) and @) are the saddk point values evaluated from the usualpartition functions
involving the functional integrals of slave-boson representation. {1§] U sing the m atrix equa—
tions ) and @), the poles of the t-m atrices are searched forasa fiunction ofenergy ¢ w ith

g= 0, ie., the zero m om entum of the holon pair by using
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forthe U (1) theory, where W (g;k) is the eigenvector and , the eigenvalue and
X 00 0
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for the SU 2) theory, where W (k) is the eigenvector associated w ith the SU 2) isospin
channels and ( = 1;2 and = 1;2 ) and , the corresponding eigenvalue. The
divergence of the eigenvalue at a given energy ¢ signi es the pol of the tm atrix at the
energy. T he value of poke gy corresponds to the energy of holon pair corresponding to the
elgenvector W (o;k).
For each eigenvector we com pute the contribution ofthe s py— py—and d,» 2 -orbitals.
The orbial symm etry is detem ined from num erical tting to the com puted resul of the

eigenvector,

W (@ik) = as(cosky + cosky) + g, sink, + a, sink, + a4 (cosk,  cosky) 10)
forthe U (1) theory and
W (@ik) = as; (cosky+ cosky)+ a,,; shk,+ a,; sink,+ ay (cosky oosky) (11)

for the SU @2) theory. Here, a; represents the weight of the 1-th partial wave of holon pair
in the U (1) theory with orbital angularmomentum of 1= s, py, py, and d. For the SU (2)
theory, a;, represents the weight of the I-th partialwave In the b and b holon pairing
channelwih ; = 1, 2. The polks and eigenvectors are obtained for three di erent hole
concentrations : underdoped, optin ally doped and overdoped cases with J=t = 03 and

N = 10 10 square lattice.



IIT.RESULTS

In Fig. 1, we summ arize our resuls for the energy poles and corresponding eigenvectors
of the tm atrix. Above the on-set tem perature T., there is no phase ocoherent holon pair
bound state. A s tem perature is lowered to a tam perature below T. from a tem perature
above T, the lowest energy polk changes from a positive to negative sign, that is, a phase
coherent bound state w ith negative energy occurs {14]. The predicted bound state has the
swave pairing symm etry. A s shown in Fig. 1, the energies of the higher lIying pairing states
rem ains to be positive (unbound) even below T..

In Tablk 1, we show the weight of each orbital for the eigenvector of the U (1) tm atrix
at the Jowest energy at tem perature slightly above the on-set tem perature (T = T.+ 10 >t
w ith t, the hoping Integral) . T he eigenvector of the lowest energy corresoonds to the stable
channel of holon pairing below T. fl4]. As shown in Tabk 1, stabk holn pairing occurs
In the pure s-wave channel. T he contrlbutions of the higher partial wave (o—and d-wave)
sym m etries virtually vanishes; they are ound to be lessthan 10 2 tin es sm allerthan that of
the s-wave contribution. T he lowest lIying holon pairing state ram ains to be the pure s-wave
(having no m ixing w ith other oroitals) with decreasing tem perature from a tem perature
above T.. It isnow clar from thisprediction that the C ooper pairing occurs w ith the pure
de> 2 symm etry resulting from the com posite nature ofthe d,: 2-wave symm etry of spinon
pairing and the s-wave symm etry of the holon pairing P2].

W ih the SU (2) tm atrix, there exist tw 0 elgenvectors corregponding to two bosonsb, and
Iy . The weight ofeach orbial orthe rst eigenvector is shown in Tabl 2 and the ssocond,
in Tabl 3. Asshown in Tablk 2, the st elgenvector is of pure s-wave pairing symm etry
w ith no phase di erence between the b, and b pair scattering channel. A s shown in
Tabl 3, the second eigenvector show s a dom Inance ofthe s-wave pairing sym m etry w ith the
phase di erence of between thel 4, and %, channels and a negligiboly sm all contribution
from the d-wave symm etry in the bJ, channel. The weights of other orbital contributions
are negligbly smallas shown in the Tables. It can be readily chedked that only the second
eigenvector In Tabl 3 kads to non-vanishing C ooper pair order param eter, whilke the rst
one In Tabk 2 results in vanishing C ooper pair order param eter P3]. The SU (2) theory

di ers from the U (1) theory in that the phase uctuations of order param eters are taken



into account by allow ing the b, boson R1]. T here are tw o eigenvectors of tm atrix associated
w ith the sam e energy pole In SU (2). However, there is only one stable s-wave channel of
holon pairing w ith no other orboital m ixing which lads to the non-vanishing C ooper pair
order param eter orboth the U (1) and SU ) theories. Ik isnow clear that the com position
of the s-wave channel of the holon pair and the d-wave channel of the spinon pair leads to
the pure d,: z-wave symm etry of the Cooper pair order param eter 1. Thus there exists
no tim ereversal sym m etry breaking allow Ing no com plex orbitalm ixing.

For the higher energy poles, the s p,— py—and dy: 2-wave states are predicted to occur
as shown In Tabls 4 and 5. Interestingly, the eigenvectors occur In a sequence of certain
pattem as the energy polk of the tm atrix ncreases both above and below T. as shown in
Fig. 1l : swave state occurs in the lowest energy; the next four high Iying energy states are
of the s— px— py—and dy2 p2-wave symm etries w ith nearly the sam e energy (that is, near
degenerate); the next higher lying energy states are of s py—and p,-wave sym m etries w ith
nearly the sam e energy and so on. Below we w ill discuss how the above sequential pattem
arises in association with m om enta availbble in the interm ediate scattering states of holon
pair .

F irst we analyze the locations of the poles. The pols of the t-m atrix occur at discrete
energies for both bound and unbound states of the holon pairs for nie lattice. W ith
Increasing lattice size (L ! 1 ), the unbound states becom e continuum as the allowed
m om enta becom e continuum . The energy of holon pairwih momenta (k and k) isthe
sum of kinetic energy and interaction energy. The m agnitude of the interaction energy

(Y Jj ¢7¥F) is relatively sm all as com pared to that of the kinetic energy K t ) wih
the ratio of V=K 0:. T hus the kinetic energy dom inantly determm ines the energy ofholon
pair. Indeed, the predicted locationsofpoles in Tables 4 and 5 are close to the kinetic energy
ofholon pairwithmomenta k = (0;0); @ =L;0); 2 =L;2 =L) and @ =L;0) 24].

Here we pay attention to the Interm ediate scattering states ofholon pair. Thisw ill allow
us to exam ine how an initialholon pair state w ith an l+th partialwave states (1= s;p«;py
ord) can be scattered into Intermm ediate stateshaving m om enta k; and k7. The transition

am plitude from the initial state to the intermm ediate state is, to st oxder,

X
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X
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where w, (k) is the elgenvector w ith an I+th partialwave (orbital). The Feynm ann diagram
for this process is displayed in F ig. 2.
For the Initial s-wave pairing state w, (k) = (cosk, + cosky), the transition am plitude is

obtained to be

X
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This am plitude does not vanish as long as the m om entum of the Interm ediate state (k;)
satis es the condition of (coskix + coskiy) € 0. In other words, the s-wave state has a
non-vanishing transition am plitude to the Intem ediate state with m om enta k; and k; if
(coskiy + coskyy) € 0. Thus, the s-wave scattering channel allow s poles at the interm ediate
state energies ofholon pairsw ith m om enta k; and k; aslong as (coskix + coskiy) € 0. For
exam ple, the s-wave eigenvector occurs at polesnear 2 (0;0),2 @ =L;0),2 @ =L;2 =L)
and 2 (4 =L;0) as shown in Tabl 4. This is because (cosky + cosk;,) does not vanish
formomenta, (0;0), @ =L;0), 2 =L;2 =L) and (4 =L;0). Sin ilarly, one can readily un—
derstand why p—and d-wave scattering states (channels) occur only at certain energy levels
R5]. For higher angular m om entum channels such as w; (k) = cos2k, or w; (k) = s 2k,,
the transition am plitnde in Eq. @3) identically vanishes. T herefore, t-m atrix can not allow
poles In the scattering channels corresoonding to these higher oroial angular m om entum
states; only the s, py, Py, and d,2 2 state can occur.

The above analysisw ith the U (1) theory is readily applied to the SU ) case to nd the
Jocation of poles and the corresponding eigenvectors. The only di erence is that in SU 2)
the num ber of eigenvectors for each pole is doubled ow ing to the presence of tw o degenerate
bosonsb, and b, . These two elgenvectors are found to be degenerate. O ne is the eigenvector
w ith no phase di erence between thely, b andlb, b pairing channel. T he other is the
eigenvector w ith the phase di erence of . Interestingly, there isa an allcom ponent ofly by
boson pairing for the case of the latter. The weight of this o -diagonal pairing com ponent
is negligbly sm all in the Iowest energy pok (Eeg. 10 * or! = 00097 with x = 007),
but becom e appreciably large at higher energy pols Eeg. 02 for =t = 11236 wih



x = 007). On the other hand, the weight ofthely, b, boson pairing state decreases w ith
the Increase of hole concentration as shown in Tabl 5. This is due to the decreasing trend
of the spinon pairing order param eter ¢ with Increasing hole concentration. It is of note
that the o -diagonal elem ent between Iy and b, bosons (or vice versa) in the Ham iltonian
is proportional to the spinon pairing order param eter in Eq.(Q3).

Tt is also noted that there occurs not only s— and d- wave states, but also p— wave
state for holon pairing. T he p—wave state is not allowed because i has the odd value ofthe
orbitalangularm om entum and violate the sym m etricwaves. W ih the inclusion ofexchange
channel only s—and d—wave states appear in association w ith eigenvectors in the t-m atrix

as shown in Fig. 3.

Iv.SUMM ARY

In the present study, we nvestigated the orbital contributions to both U (1) and SU (2)
tm atrices both above and below T. and exam ined the lowest energy and higher energy
poles regpectively by applying the Bethe-Salpeter equation to the U (1) and SU (2) holon—
pairboson theory. W e showed that at the lowest energy (elow T.) there is only one holon
pairing bound state which gives rise to the non-vanishing C ooper pair order param eter for
both the U (1) and SU 2) theories. W e found that the holon pairing at and below T. is
m ade of the pure swave with no com plex orbital m ixing and thus the C ooper pair of d—
wave symm etry as a com posite of the swave holon pair and the d-wave spinon pair. As a
consequence there exis no tim e reversal sym m etry breaking. T hus we argue that sym m etry
breaking is caused by a di erent origin since the com plex orbitalm xing such asdyz 2 + idyy

and dy> 2 + is did not appear.



APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF THE U (1) HOLON HAM ILTONIAN

The tJ H am iltonian of interest is given by,

X X 1
H= t oy +ce)+J Si § -—niny)
< i3> < i3> 4
X
da @1
and the H eisenberg interaction temm is rew ritten
X 1
H;=J Si S Zninj)
< i3>
J X
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< ;7>

Here t isthe hopping energy and S ;, the electron spin operatorat site i, S; = %c\l’ ¢ wih

, the Pauli spin m atrix elem ent. n; is the electron num ber operator at site i, n; = cf: G .

is the cheam ical potential.

In the U (1) shveboson representation fl:?.{:Q-g], w ith sihgle occupancy constraint at site
i the electron annihilation operator ¢; is taken as a com posite operator of the spinon (heu—
trally charged femm ion) annihilation operator f; and the holon (positively charged boson)
creation operator b, and thus, ¢ = f; b. Rigorously speaking, it should be noted that
the expression ¢; = bf; is not precise since these operators belong to di erent H ibert
soaces and thus the equality sign here should be taken only as a symbol form apping. U s
ngg = f; b and Introducing the Lagrange multiplier tem (the Jast tem In Eq.@3)) to
enforce single occupancy constraint, the t-J H am ittonian is rew ritten,

H = tX (ff b) ©if; ) + cxc:
< i

bbbl (F5, £, fi.f5,) Enfy  fyfi)

< i3>
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i i

X

Nlg

T he coupling between physical quantities A and B is decom posed into termm s lnvolving
uctuationsofA,ie, @ < A >)andB,ie, B < B >), ssparately uncorrelated m ean
eld contrbution of< A > and < B > and correlation between uctuations ofA and B,

thatis, @ < A >)and B < B >) respectively;AB =< B > A+ <A >B <A ><

10



B>+@® <A>® <B >). Settihg A = bbby for charge (holon) contribution
and B = (fiﬁfjl.’.. fiif.fj?’#) (Eyfi  f£34f) for spin (pinon) contrbution, the H eisenbery
coupling tem can be decom posed into temm s nvolring coupling between the charge and
Soin uctuations ssparately, them ean eld contributions and coupling (correlation) between

uctuations (charge and spin  uctuations). U sihg such decom position of the Heisenberg
interaction tem forEqg.@3), we write the U (1) Ham iltonian
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J x D ®
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+ bbbl (£ L)) Erfy  fyfi)
D ED E
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D E
+ bbb
D E i
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X
fff; A+ PYb) i € £ + B 1): @4)
N oting that bi;b;-’] = 4 for boson, the intersite charge (holon) interaction temm (the

second temm ) .n Eq.@ 4) is rew ritten,

JD E
5 EE faf5) (Epfe  £fe) bbb
J
= < 53>% 1+ bb+ B+ obb ; @s5)

w ith ifj = fufy ff, the spinon pairing eld. The third tem in Eq.@ 4) represents

the intersite soin (spinon) interaction and is rew ritten,
JD E
> bbbl (F4f,  £15,) Enfy  Fyfu)

J,
= Ep £LE5 ERElL) Epfy  f3fm); A ©6)

where J, = J (1+ < Wby > + < Bby > + < Whblby >) ord, = J (I x)? with x, the unifom

hole doping concentration. The fourth term in Eq.@ 4) is w ritten,

gD ED Yoy y E
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T he Intersite spinon Interaction term i Eq.@ 8) is decom posed into the direct, exchange

and pairing channels R0],

J,
- G ERE) Epfy £ufe)

Jphx3 Yy k Yy k y o0 y 0 .
2 (£ )& T f) & )& T f5)
k=1

vt VB T W @As8)

wih ¢ = I,the identity matrix and %7, the Pauli spin m atrices, where v, , vy and v
are the spinon iInteraction tem s of the direct, exchange and pairing channels regpectively

o3l

Jp, X°

wo= — (@ ) E f); @9)
8 k=0
JP y y

Ve = E&H)E £) ny; @ 10)
J

V= (5 Enfl) Epfy  F3f): @®11)

Here ° istheunitmatrix and !#??, the Pauli spin m atrices.

Combining Eq.@5) and Eq.@ 7), we have

J
J<3 53> 1+ube+ b+ b
+%< i 5> 1+ <Bh> + < b > + < Holp >

J £

: J .
= E< j 37 > bbb + §< J ifjipf><b§i/bib§bj>
h i
<jL4F> Bb <ub> + Hb <bb> @12)
C ollecting the decom posed tem s Eq. @ 5) through Eq.{A ) in association w ith Egs. @ 8)
through Eq.@13), we w rite

J X ¢
Hy= > J 1jszb§b3bl
< L3>
x 01 Y gy Y £y
Jp E(fi#fj" fiufy) Enfyy £34f)
<>

1
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8 * J
k=0
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X
+ 2 j 4F < Bb>< B>
2<j,-j>
X h i
% j 5F B <Bh> + By <dby> @13)
< i3>

where we considered < j fjf >= 7 fjjq and ignored the fth tem In Eq.@4).

As are shown i Egs.A9) through @ 11) the spinon interaction tem is decom posed
Into the direct, exchange and pairing channels respectively. P roper H ubbard-Stratonovich
transform ations corresponding to these channels and saddle point approxin ation leads to
the e ective H am iltonian,

i

J, X h 4t
Heff == J j_jj’2 ij (f}_/ fj + _bzb]) cx:
4 < L3> Jp
J X
E J ifjjzbjbibjbi
< i3>
J, X h i
+— J jf_j jf_j (ELE  £LEl)  cx:
2 < i3> ’ J
J. X x3h i g.x
— (D? @ ) o+ = @)
2 <L3> =0 2 i
42 X
+— ) O
JP < i3>
J X £
t5 Jijjz<b§i/bj_><b§bj>
2 < i3>
J X ‘ h i
5 jijj2 b <bb> + B < bb>
2X< 19> <
f/fi G+bb) 1 E £ +Bb 1) @ 14)

b _ — Y at £ _ k _
w here 13 =< blb] >, i3 =< fi fj + J—kaZbJ >, i =< fj"fi# fj#fi" > and i =<

2ff *f; > are proper saddl points.

Wenotethat (= < £ 'f;>=< S{>=0frl= 1;2;3, =< fff; >= 1 forl= 0
for the contribution of the direct spinon Interaction term (the fourth temm ). T he expression
©b) @b;) In the fth tem of Eq.@ 14) represents the exchange interaction channel. The
exchange channel w ill be ignored ow ing to a large cost In energy, U % 201 RI1. The

resulting e ective Ham ilttonian is

HMT =g 7 + P+ HT,; @ 15)



where H ' represents the the saddlk point energy involved w ith the soinon pairing order

£

param eter and the hopping order param eter ,
. X , J, X B 11
H' =7 —Jgfz Jgf+— 53+ = A 16)
< i3> 2 < i3> 4
H ® is the holon Ham iltonian,
x h i
HP= t ij(bﬁi’bj)+ cc:
<j_,-j>
< i
b x); @17)
b : g F PR £ : : :
where 9= 1+ 3 5, .4 o7 ;3F andH 7, the spinon Ham iltonian,
J. X h i
Hf= £ 5 & £5 )+ cx:
4 < i3>
Jp X h c i
? i (fj"fi# fj#fiu) + cxc:
< i
X f
H T x) ; A 18)

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF THE SU (2) HOLON HAM ILTONIAN

The SU (2) shveboson representation of the above t=J Ham iltonian reads {1§]

t x b
H= - (£'f 5) b Bies) + cxc:
< iy .
1
+ (f2ifhy  f1ify) @fjbﬁ‘" by + cx:
J X
— @+ hii/hi) 1+ hljlhj)
< L3>
X
Eif);  £455) (F13fs fo5fas) o hih
X h '

i P ELEL A+ Hi) + i (Efrs + o)
(3)

(Eif1; £+ blbu B i ®B1)

0);@2);3)

where are the realLagrangian m ultipliers to enforce the Jocal single occupancy con—

straint in the SU (2) slave-boson representation f1]. Taking decom position ofthe H eisenbery

14



Interaction tem above Into tem s mvolving charge and spin  uctuations ssparately, uncorre—
lated mean eld contrbutions and correlated uctuations, ie., correlations between charge

and spin uctuations as in the U (1) case, the SU (2) Ham iltonian is rew ritten,

SU @) tx h y
Heo ' = 5 (€7 £5 ) ©in  Bhbyp) + cx:
< L3> .
1
+ (fﬁfjl fﬂsz) &);/lblz + k)?lbjz) + cx:
J x D E
- Lt fifh) Enfe  ffa) @+ hihy) @+ hihy)
D2 < i3> E
+ @+ hlhy)a+ hijfhj) (fiyzfj?’l fﬁfg’z)(fjlfiz fi2f01)
D ED E
@+ hih;) 1+ hijfhj) (fiyzij1 fﬁfg’z) (Enfe  f£32£0)
D E
+ (1+ hih;) @+ hihy) @+ hih;) @+ hihy)
D E i
(f}gf]?’l fﬁijz) Enfiz  £32f0) (féijl fﬁfjl-’z) (E51f2 f52£n)
X
L hihy)
X i

1 P EVEY + Wib) + 1 & (Fufa + Blbn)
17 € fofh+ by Hhbp) : ®2)
T he intersite holon interaction (the third term in Eq.B2)) is rew ritten,

JD E
5 @Eh  fIf))(Enfe  fpfa) A+ hih)Q+ hiby)
J

= < j 5F> @+ h'h;+ h'hy+ hihihthy)

—jljf<1+bibl+ by + 5 bbb )

B3)
D E
w here fj = f5f, ffi is the spinon singlkt pairing order param eter. The intersite
sinon Interaction (the urth tem n Eq.@2)) is rew ritten in term s of decom posed H atree-
Fodk-Bogoliubov channels in the ssmeway as In the U (1) case,
Jp

> (EHF  £If5) Enfe  fpfu)=w + v + v ; B4)

where vy , vy and v are the interactions corresponding to the direct, exchange and pairing
channels respectively,

15



w

_ ﬁx y 1 y .
%S <fi £:) (€] £); ®5)
J,
ve = —- (f £ )€ fi) ng; ®6)
4
Vo = J—(f £, fr£Y) Eq £ fiofi): B7)
P 21231 i1+492 jltiz j2Li1 ).

Here ° istheunitmatrix and '%4?, the Pauli soin m atrices. The fth tem i Eq.@BJ) is
w ritten,
JP £
- @@+ hii/hi) 1+ h?hj)
E
Eof  f1f5) Enfe  ffa)
gD ED E
— @+ h(hy) @+ hijlhj)
% ED E
E5F)  £1f5)  Enfe  f3f0)

J
Ej 5Fa+ <nfh;> + < hlhy> + < hth;>< hlhy>):

B38)

D E D ED E
E D ED E

D
j ¥ and @+ hih;) @+ h'hy) @+ hth;) @+ hhy)

By Introducing the Hubbard-Stratonovich elds, ;3 and 45 for the spinon direct,

k
ir

exchange and pairing order shown In Egs.{85), B8), 7)), we rew rite the e ective Ham il-

tonian PrEq.E2),

J. X h. 2t i
Hso = Zp j ¥ yEf £ 5+ T ©hbp  bibi)g  cc:
<1,j> p
J X i
A J 1]:12 bz
2 < i3>
Jp x h- Y £y Y gy t i
+ ) J ijj2 sEERE  £1£5) —<b§ + bibp)g  cx:
< 49> Jp
J. X x3
+ = ()" HE )
2 <i5> =0
+ h
T Wby Bobw) By Bhbsp)
P < i;9>
+_(bYle2+ ﬂbjz)(bfzb]l 2bﬂ)
J X i g x
3 3 55 hyh +h'h; < h'hy> < hlh> + = j L ¥«
< i3> < i3>

16



J. X X

+ 5" (£ £ ) @ h'hy)
X hi i
i@ EL + Bibe) + 1§ (Epfy + Hby)
+1J(Efn fefl+ Dby Bhbe)) ©9)

w%mﬁ=<ﬂﬂ+%@@%@ﬁgméfﬁ@@2fﬁﬁ i@@+%mf=
5 T nazrWih %, = bpbp + bpbn and x, the hole doping rate.

To sinplify the e ective Ham iltonian, we rearrange each temn in Eq.@B9). For the
param agnetic state, we obtain 1 = %(fiy ) =< 8{>=0Porl= 1;2;3and ?= % <
f{ f; >= 2 forl= 0. The onebody holon tem (the sixth temm ) in the above Ham ilonian
is incorporated into the e ective chem icalpotentialtem . By setting 45 = fj Ttx) D2
where fj =< fufy, fpfy > and §,, = D%bjl + b?ijlE, we rearrange the third tem

and the ssocond temm In the bracket ofthe fth temm to obtain the e ective H am iltonian,

J X £ J. X h. . 1. 14
HSUF(Z)_ 2 J ijj2X2+?p J i +§J ijf""z1
< 43> < i3>
£t X h . i
5 ij (bglbll bgzbﬁ) ij @1@2 + bzlbjz) cxc:
< i
J. X h i
— L(E £ )+ cx
4 . 1] 1
< ;7>
J X £ i
> J 3T B bbb
< i3>
J, X b i
Y i Enfe ffin)+ cc:
2 <ip
X
lij(hii/hi X)
Xi h

1 TELEL + Bhb) + 1 2 (Fpfy + buby)

i

1
+1i(ENfn  fofl + Biby  bhby)

5 ij (fjl f12 sz fﬂ) 13:12 cx:
< i
£ 2
+ 2— ki)j;lz @bjl + b?zbil)
JP < i3>
£ X
+—  fbn  bpbp) ©hbn bhbp); ®10)
JP < L3>
where ©= s 25 s ¥
i 2 J=1 ;i ¢ J ijJ -
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W e neglect correlations between the uctuations of order param eters. This is because
correlationsbetween the spin (spinon pair) and charge (holon pair) uctuations are expected
to be an all as com pared to the saddle point contribution of the order param eters (the st
and seocond tem s in the above Ham iltonian) particularly near the pssudogap tem perature
and the bose condensation tem perature. H owever, lndividual uctuations ofthe spinon pair-
Ing and holon pairing order param eters are not ignored. W e also neglect the uctuations
of order param eters (ninth and tenth tem s) n Eq.@10). The ninth term represents the

uctuation of spinon pairing order param eter and we neglect it ow Ing to is vanishm ent as
an expectation value. The tenth temm represents the uctuations of holon hopping order
param eter and isnegliglbl at low tem perature as its uctuations die out in the low tem per-
ature regions where pairing order param eters £ begins to open. O w ing to the high energy
cost Involved w ith the Coulomb repulsion energy the exchange Interaction tem s (the last
positive energy tem s) w illbe ignored RU1- P1]. W e then obtain themean eld Ham iltonian,
H=H / +HP+ Hf, whereH ’ isthe saddle point contrbution of order param eters,

and ,
i J X . £ 2 Jp X h. £ 1. li
HSU(Z):E J ijj2x "‘3 J j_jjz+ij ijj2+zl ; B11)
< i3> < i3>
H P is the holon H am iltonian,
X h
5 Bhbp Bbn)

b -
Hsyp =

Nt

<iF>

fj (Bj/lbjz + biby) cc:
J X . h i
E . J jf_j bf b;/ by by

Phth; %)+ 1 fehph)+ 1 pba)

i

+i20by Hhbo) ; B12)

and H *, the spinon H am iltonian,

‘ Jp x h i

— y .

Hgy o= T i3 (£ £5 ) + cxc:
< i3>

b X h . i

E i3 (fjlfiZ szfﬂ) + cxc:;

X

(&

< i3> .
h i
1YELED) 4 12 (Epfa)+ 1) €y fufh)

B13)
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where i =< f}_] fj + %@bjl b§2}3J2) >, f] =< fjlf:LZ fj2fj_‘|_ > and E_):
2
S eizi g fjf.Takjngthe saddle point value for the Lagrangian multiplier elds = 0

fl5], we obtain the holon Ham iltonian, Eq.(3).

APPENDIX C:DERIVATION OF EQS.(4) AND (5)

Introducing a uniform hopping order param eter, s; = , and a d-wave spinon pairing
order param eters, ; = £ (the sign + () is for the ij link paralkelto R )), we obtain

the energy-m om entum space representation of the action for the U (1) theory,

X
Sy = (it &)bK;L)bK;!,)
ki'n
1 X X 0 0 0 0 0
+— vk k)b( k +qg; !+ )bkl Vbk;l)b( k+qg; la+ 4); €C1)

0 0
kik g nilpin

R P ., , .
wherebk;!,) = Piq: o d et B (), k)= 2t , the energy dispersion of
holon with , = (cosk, + cosky) andv(kO k)= Jj ¢F x,themomentum space repre—
sentation of holon-holon interaction. N is the total num ber of sites for the two din ensional

lattice of nterest and = kBLT , the Inverse tem perature. Considering the ladder diagram s

for the holon-holon scattering, we obtain the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the tm atrix,

< koi K + afrk; k+ g>y = V(kO k)
X 0 00} [00] [00]
vk k)gk)lg( k +9

kCD

1
N
[00) [00)
<k; k +afki; k+ta>yq; C2)
where gk) =< bk;!,)bk;!,)Y >, the holon M atsubara G reen’s function and k =
(!n7kygiky) is the three-com ponent vector of the energy and m om entum . U sing the fact
that the holon-holon Interaction v(kO km) is frequency Independent, we sum the M atsub—

ara frequency kgo ’

LY 6o K- 2 : -
@ R
n( €N+e (O (K+q)

= - = 5 : C3)
ip ( (kK +g+ K))
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Inserting Eq.{ 3) nto Eq.L2) and de ning to, @) < ko; K + akrk; k+ g>yqg),we
obtain the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the t-m atrix,

X

L0 M 0,0 (5%) Lo, @id) = vk k) c4)
k00
w here
l X 0 [00]) 00} 00}
m,o, o (J;%p) — vk k)gk)g( k + 9
N 0
2 0 3
vk k“’)gx 1 1 .
= o ® 0y - o ) 5
N koolko K") i( k0+O_'o) ( kK +q)
0
1 o wn( ENte (On( (Kt q)
= vk k)—; 5 5 €5
N g ((K+ag+ K))
with n( ) = -, the boson distribution finction.
APPENDIX D:DERIVATION OF EQS.(6) AND (7)
Introducing a uniform hopping order param eter, 5; = and a d-wave soinon pairng

¢ (the sign + ( ) is for the ij link parallelto R 7)), we obtain

f
order param eters, 5=

the energy-m om entum space representation of the action for the SU 2) theory,

0 10 1

X i! t t ! o &:!.)

B n k £k cB n) ¢

Ssue = b kiln)ik kiln)' € e rente

K;iln t ek i+t « bk;!y)

1 X X o 0 0 . .
+E vk k)b (k+qg; '+ )b k! )b &ila)b (( k+qg; 'nt+ o)
kx%a; ; Inr!?.;n

©1

R P ., .
whereb k;!,) = pL= o d et ¥ ()and 'y = (cosk, cosky) wih ,

1;2), two com ponents of SU (2) holon. C onsidering the ladder diagram s for the holon-holon

scattering, we ocbtain the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the t-m atrix,

0 0 0 0 0
<k; ;7 k+aq ki i k+tg >sup=vk k) o o

’ ’

0 00} [00] [00]
vk k)gook )gow( k + g
00} [00) [00)
<k; ;7 k+aq Ikii k+tg >suei O 2)
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whereg (k)=<Db k;!',)b k;!,)Y >, theholon M atsubara G reen’s function.
To calculate the holon M atsubara G reen’s function in the diagonalized basis of the one-

body term in the action Eq.0 1)), we introduce the unitary transfom ation for the holon
ed,

0 1 0 1
b k;la) y i ln)
g - (k)%bj'“% 0 3)
b k;!y) b k;!y)
where
0 1
Ux W
U k)=E & O 4)
Vi Uk
. 1 t & sgn(’k)q tox 4 2 RV 0
Wﬂluk= P—E 1 ?,Vk= —PE— 1+ K,E (k)= t ( k) + ( f k) and b (k;!n)l
the quastholon eld. Then the onedbody action in Eq.© 1) becom es
0 10 1
X i! t k t f,k C }:)J_(k.' )C
Sg%(m: b &; ') ki!n)Y g : X8 K
K;iln t ek i+t « b k;!y)
0 10 1
X i, + E; k) 0 b ki)
= bkl kil)Y BT g8 UK, O 5)
Kiln 0 ily + E; k) b, k;!y,)
q
where the quastholon energy is E1 (k) = t ( )%+ ( £ ¢)? and E, k) =
a -
t (k)P + (£ )P . From the action In Eq.D 5) we readily obtain the holon M at-
subara G reen’s function,
g k)=<Db (k;!n)by(k;'n)>
0,
=U ok)<bok;labhkila)> U K)o
0 1
—i 0
=U oG e R S SR O 6)
0 I.+Es(k) 00

where E; (k) and E, (k) are the holon quasiparticke energy in the upper and lower band
regpectively and sgn (" ) denotes the sign of (cosk, cosky). It is of note that there are
tw o energy bands ow Ing to the two kinds ofholons in the SU (2) theory.

U sing the fact that the holon-holon Interaction v (k0 kOO) is frequency Independent, we
sum the M atsubara frequency k, in Eq.{0J),
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1X ® ®
— goowk )gow( k + q
Ky |
1X X 1 v
- = Uk)o - Uk) o
kgo 17 1 1lkg) El(km) '
!
1
UY( k+q), o

U( k+

( Dy ) E (K + q)

Uk)o UK) oU(k+q) o UY(k+q), o
00
nE ,k)N+e® T InE (k' +q) 07
i E,( X"+ @+ E K '

. —— 0 0

Tnserting Eq.§’}) into Eq.$J) and de ning t o,

> sy @)r We obtain the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the tm atrix,

@e) <k; ; k+aq Fki; k+

s

X 00 W 0 o0 o
KOx® 0@ 0® Moo 0 (eHe ) t'koo‘k (©Fe))
@, ©, © ’ ’
—vk k) o o; 0 8)
where
®
® E o( k +q) ©
00 ® 1 X 0 OO1’1(E'.2(k))+e 1 I‘lCE;J(k‘Fq))
m ; = \4 k
K0k ® (©F1e)) N k ) :LO_’O ® 2(koo) T E S( Kk + q))

o

©9)

= o

® ) 0 [0}
UOo(k)UOO( k +q)Uyo oo(k)Uyo oo( k +q):
1 1 1 1

22



REFERENCES

[L]D .J.Van Harlingen, Rev.M od.Phys. 67, 515 (1995); C.C.Tsueiand J.R .K irtky,
Rev.M od.Phys. 72, 969 (2000); references there in.

R]1Y .Dagan and G .D eutscher, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 177004 (2001); references there In.

BINA.Yeh,CT.Chen, G.Hammerl, J.M annhart, A .Schmehl], C.W . Schneider, R.
R.Schulz, S. Tajma, K. Yoshida, D . Garrdgus, and M . Strasik, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
087003 (2001).

4]A .Sharoni, O .M ilo, A .Kohen, Y .Dagan, R .Bedk, G .D eutscher, and G .K oren, Phys.
Rev.B 65, 134526 (2002).

BlK .Krshana,N.P.Ong,Q .Li, G.D .Gu, and N .K oshizuka, Science 277, 83 (1997).
IR .B.Laughlin, Phys.Rev. Lett. 80, 5188 (1998).
[/1H .Ghosh, Europhy. Lett. 43, 707 (1998).

B]A .Kam inski, S.Rosenkranz, H .M .Fretwell, J.C .Campuzano, Z.Li, H.Ra y,W .G.

Cullen,H.You,C.G.0Olwon,C.M .Vama, and H .Hﬁodqst,Nature 416, 610 (2002).
O]H.A .Mook,P.Daj,and F.Dogan,Phys.Rev.B 64, 012502 (2001); reference there in.

[0]J.E.Soni¥r, J.H.Brewer, R.F.Ki ,R.I.Miller, G.D .M ords, C.E. Stronach, J.
S.Gardner, S.R.Dunsiger, D .A .Bonn, W .N.Hardy, R.Liang, and R.H .He ner,
Science 292, 1692 (2001); reference there In.

[l1]C.M .Vam a, Phys.Rev. Lett. 83, 3538 (1999); reference there in.

[12] S.Chakravarty, R .B . Laughlin, D .K .M orr, and C .Nayak, Phys. Rev.B 63, 094503
(2001).

3] S. Sachdev and S~ . Zhang, Science 295, 452 (2002); references therein.
[L4] S5.Lee and Sung-Ho Suck Sak, Phys.Rev.B 66, 054427 (2002).

[15] S~S.Lee and Sung-Ho Suck Sak,Phys.Rev.B 64, 052501 (2001); S~S5.Lee and Sung-

Ho Suck Sak, J.Kor. Phys. Soc. 37, 545 (2000); S-S. Lee and Sung-Ho Suck Sak,

23



[l6]Z.Zou and P.W .Anderson, Phys.Rev.B 37, 627 (1988).

[l7]G .Kotliarand J.Li, Phys.Rev.B 38, 5142 (1988).

[18]Y .Suzumura, Y .Hasegawa and H . Fukuyam a, J.Phys. Soc. Jon. 57, 2768 (1988).
[9]P.A .Leeand N .Nagaosa, Phys.Rev.B 46, 5621 (1992).

R0lJa)M .U .Ubbensand P.A .Lee, Phys.Rev.B 46, 8434 (1992); b) M .U .Ubbens and
P.A .Les, Phys.Rev.B 49, 6853 (1994); references there in.

Rlla) X.G.Wen and P.A .Lee, Phys.Rev. Lett. 76, 503 (1996);b) X .G .Wen and P.A.
Lee, Phys.Rev. Lett. 80, 2193 (1998); references there in.

R2]Using the U (1) slaveboson representation of the electron annihilation operator ¢; =
f; B, the C ooper pair order param eter is decom posed into the holon and spinon pairing
order param eters, < g ¢ >=< b‘l’bg >< f; f; > .Thus, the swave symm etry
of holon pairing < BL.,, >=< B, ; >) and the d-wave symm etry of spinon pairing
< fifue >= < fi fiy >) leadsto the d-wave symm etry of C ooper pairing

K acuzr >= < aGcyy >).

23] In the m ean— eld approxin ation, the C ooper pair order param eter is decom posed into
the holon and spinon contributions,
1h
< gg > = §<%b§1>< £ £ > <b§’2b§2>< fifj. >
+<b‘i’2b§.’l><fiyfj>+<b}’1b§2><fffj>l © 10)
w ith iand j are the nearest neighbor sites. H ere, we used the SU (2) representation P1]
ofelectron annihilation operator, that is, cn = #= () fu + 1, f};) forspin up electron and
Gy = 91—5 ©l fr b,f}) orspin down elkectron. In the real space, the rst eigenvector in
Tabk2iswriten< B/ b >= ( 4 .+ . p)frj=i Rorj=1i y.Combinig
w ith the d-wave symm etry of the soinon pairing order param eter, the st two temm s
in Eq.© 10) cancel. This resuls in the vanishing C ooper pair order param eter. O n the
other hand, the second eigenvector is w ritten, in real space, < b bé’ >= (4 2

2 2) al 1 2+ o a)ywhere #)snisforj=1i R (J=1i ¢).Thisresuls
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in a non-vanishing C ooper pair order param eter w ith pure dy> » symmetry. The rst
two tem s .n Eq.© 10) yield the d-wave sym m etry of C ooper pairs as a com posite of the
swave symm etry of holon pair < by by >) and the d-wave symm etry of spinon pair
< f£ify; >).The lasttwo temms i Eq.Q I0) also lead to the d-wave symm etry of
C ooper pair ow ing to the d-wave symm etry ofthe b4, holon pair < bbby, > ) and the

unifom phase of the spinon hopping order param eter (< £} f5 >).

R4]For instance, the lowest energy polk (0:0111t) or x = 004 in the U (1) theory ap-
proxin ately equals the kinetic energy of holon pair wih momenta k = (0;0), ie.,
2 (0;0) = 0016t wih t, the hopping energy as is shown iIn Tabl. 4. T he energies of
the next four higher lying states are predicted to be reasonably close to the kinetic
energies of holon pair corresponding tomomenta k = ( 2 =L;0) or (0; 2 =L) (ie.,
@ =L;0)+ (2 =L;0)= (0;2 =L)+ (0; 2 =L) = 0:724t) as shown in Tablk 4.
Here 2 =L is the an allest possble nonzero m om entum ofk, ork, forL. L square
lattice.) Sin ilarly the energies of the next three higher lIying states are also close to
the kinetic energy, @ =L;2 =L)+ ( 2 =L; 2 =L) = 1432t; the next four higher
lying states have energies which are approxin ately the sam e as the kinetic energy,
4 =L;0)+ (4 =L;0)= (0;4 =L)+ (©O; 4 =L)= 2578t.Sin ilar argum ents hold
true for other hole concentrations In Tabl 4. The SU (2) resuls are shown In Tabk 5,

revealing a trend sim ilar to the U (1) case above.

R5]For the p,wave pairing state, wi(k) = sihk,, the transition am plitude is sin ilarlky
obtained to be

N

Tout fiis kg = 597 ¢ ¥ sink, ©11)

For sink;y = 0, the transition does not occur from the pairing state of p, orbital to
any Interm ediate state w th m om enta k; and k;.Thisexplains why there isno eigen—
vector of p, orp, at the lowest energy pole which com es from the holon ofm om entum
(0;0) . Sin ilarly, for the d-wave pairing state, w; k) = (cosky cosky), the lowest order
transition am plitude is given by,

N _
Tar fx1; k19 = EJJ ¢ ¥ (cosky,  coskyy): ©12)
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The transition am plitude vanishes if k, = k. This in plies that there is no d-wave
elgenvector at the polk near the energy of2 (0;0),2 (2 =L;2 =L).This isbecause the
d-w ave pairing state can not m ake transitions into intem ediate states having m om enta

ki and k; wherek;= (0;0)or 2 =L;2 =L).
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Tabk 1

Tablk 2

Tabl 3

Tablk 4

Tabk 5

TABLE CAPTIONS

W eights of the s+ p,— p,— and d-wave contrbutions to the holon pairing order

param eter corresponding to the lowest energy in the U (1) holon-pairboson theory.

W eights ofthe s— py— py,—and d-wave contrbbutions in each b b scattering channel
wih ; = 1;2tothe rstholon pairorder param eter corregoonding to the lowest

energy in the SU (2) holon-pair boson theory.

W eights ofthe s— py— py,—and d-w ave contrbbutions in each b b scattering channel
wih ; = 1;2tothesecond holon pairorderparam eter corrsponding to the lowest

energy in the SU (2) holon-pair boson theory.

T he orbital state and energy at various hole doping x and tem peratures (T=t =
T=t+ 0001) for underdoping (x = 0:04, T.=t= 0:034), optin aldopingx = 0:07,
T.=t= 0:044) and overdoping x = 01, T.=t= 0:041) respectively with the U (1)
holon-pairboson theory. T he calculationsare doneon theN = 10 10 latticew ih
theuse of J=t= 03.Here, sdenotes (cosky + cosky);d, (cosky cosky);px, sinky

and py, snk, .

T he orbital and energy at tem peratures T=t= T.=t+ 0001 for underdoping x =
007, Te=t = 0027), optimal dopingx = 0:13, T.=t = 0:037) and overdoping
x= 019, T.=t= 0:031) respectively in the SU (2) holon-pairboson theory.
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TABLES

weight x = 0:04 x = 0:07 x= 01
as 1 1 1
ap, 18 10 ™ 25 10 ™ 53 10 ¥
ap, 14 10 ™ 18 10 ™ 34 10 ™
aq 13 10 ¥° 89 10 ° 32 10

TABLE T.
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weight x = 0:07 x= 0:13 x= 019

as;i1 1 1 1

ap, 711 5:7 10 PO 13 10 % 61 10 %
ap, 711 24 10 ™ 12 10 # 13 10
aga1 13 10 ¥° 35 10 #7 29 10 %t
as12 92 10 %° 18 10 %? 49 10 '8
Bp, 12 67 10 %7 12 10 * 62 10 #°
ap, 112 22 10 %7 66 10 28 59 10 3¢
ag;12 43 10 2° 22 10 33 35 10 3
asp1 53 10 %? 18 10 %? 49 10 '8
ap, 21 93 10 #° 12 10 33 61 10 2°
ap, 21 31 10 #° 66 10 28 58 10 3¢
agp1 255 10 28 14 10 ?° 14 10 ?°
as;22 1 1 1

ap, 122 10 10 %° 72 10 % 11 10 °
ap, 122 12 10 *° 52 10 * 62 10 *
ag;22 7 10 % 20 10 28 16 10 %7

TABLE TIT.
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weight x = 0:07 x= 0:13 x= 019

as;i1 1 1 1

ap, 711 40 10 P° 72 10 %t 11 10 %°
ap, 711 44 10 P 52 10 * 62 10 *
aga1 15 10 4 19 10 28 16 10 27
as12 49 10 16 10 *° 68 10 %?
Bp, 12 2:7 10 * 23 10 *° 32 10 ¥
ap, 112 49 10 16 10 %? 37 10 3¢
ag;12 13 10 ¢ 83 10 © 14 10 33
asp1 477 10 4 75 10 68 10 %?
ap, 21 26 10 1.9 10 1 32 10 %7
ap, 21 17 10 23 10 23 3:7 10 34
agp1 13 10 * 83 10 © 14 10 ?°
as;22 1 1 1

ap, 122 71 10 P° 25 10 63 10 %
ap, 122 31 10 * 12 10 *° 27 10 #
ag;22 25 10 B 10 10 19 10 7

TABLE TIIT.
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elgenvector =t | =t | =t
x = 0:04) (x = 007) x= 0:1)
s 00111 0:0089 0:0063
s 0:7221 1:1180 1:5592
PxsPy 0:7236 1:1186 1:5594
d 0:7238 1:1187 1:5595
s 1:4306 22249 3:1108
PxsPy 14316 22252 3:1109
s 2:5769 40157 5:6212
PxsPy 25773 401585 5:62126
d 2:5775 4:015%4 5:62129
TABLE IV.

31




elgenvector =t | =t | =t
®= 007) x = 0:13) x = 0:19)
st 2 at 2 2)i 00097 00080 0:0054
s(C a2 a 2 2 ad( 4 2+ 2 a) |@=13 10 Y|@=83 10 ®)| @< 10 ')
st a4 a+ 2 2 0:3494 055899 0:8935
s a a 2 2) ad( 1 2+ 2 a) | @=4 1073 |@=14 10 %)@= 44 10
Px( a2 at 2 2 0:3510 0:5905 0:8936
py( a2 at 2 2 @=36 10 %)@= 13 10 )@@= 41 10
px( a1 5 2 p)tapx( 1 2+t 2 a);
py( a1 1 2 2) apy( a1 2t 2 )
d( 1 a+ 2 )i 0:3512 0:5906 0:8997
d( a2 »a 2 2) as( 1 a2+ 2 a) |@=34 10YHe=12 10 Hj@=39 10
st a4 a+ 2 2 0:6910 141707 1:7809
s( a a 2 2 ad( 4 2+ 2 a) |@=25 10 Y[@=18 10 °)| (@< 10 ©)
Px( a2 at 2 2) 0:6920 14711 1:7810
py( a1 at 2 2) @=26 10 Y| @=20 10 °)| (@< 10 ©)
px( a1 5 2 p)tapx( 1 2+t 2 a);
py( a2 1 2 2) apy( 1 2+t 2 a)
s( a4 at 2 )i 12030 21015 32154
s a a 2 2 ad( 4 2+ 2 a) |@=97 10 ?)|@=34 10 ?)|@=11 10
px( a2 at 2 2)i 1:1203 2:1017 32155
py( a2 at 2 2 @=17 10 Y@= 64 10 %)@= 21 10
Px( a1 1 2 2)tapx( a1 2t 2 a)i
py( a2 1 2 2) apy( 1 2+t 2 a)
d( a2 a2+ 2 2)i 1:1236 21018 32155
d( 1 a 2 2) as( 1 a2+ 2 a) |@=34 10 Hje=12 10 Hj@=39 10
TABLE V.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS
Fig.1l The scheam atic spectrum of the holon pairing state at tem perature (@) above T,
and () below T..

Fig.2 The lowest order tm atrix starting from an Ith orbital state w; (k) to an interm e-

diate state ofmom enta k; and k;.

Fig. 3 The treated tm atrix w ith the Inclusion of exchange contribution.
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