arXiv:cond-mat/0412235v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 13 Mar 2006

7420Mn, 7420~z

R esonating Valence Bond Theory of Superconductivity for D opant C arriers:
A pplication to the C obaltates

A aro Ferraz
International Center of Condensed M atter P hysics, Universidade de B rasilia,
Caixa Postal 04667, 70910900 Brasilia, DF, Brazil

Evgueny K ochetov
B ogoliulov T heoretical Laboratory, Joint Institute for Nuclkar Research, 141980 D ubna, Russia

M arcin M lerzepw ski
D epartm ent of T heoretical P hysics, Institute of P hysics, University of Siksia, 40{007 K atow ice, P oland

W ithin the t{J m odelH am iltonian we presesnta RVB m ean eld theory directly in term sofdopant

particles. W e apply this theory to N axC o0 »

yH,0 and show that the resulting phase diagram T.

versus doping is in qualitative agreem ent w ith the experim ental resuls.

I. NTRODUCTION

The remarkable discovery of superconductiviy in
NayCpO, yBO Prx = 035 and y = 1:30 by Takada
et al¥ attracted a ot of attention. The experin ental

ndings indicate several striking sim ilarities between the
cobalates and the cuprates. NayCoO yBO can be
viewed asa 2D M ott lnsulator. The Co atom s form a tri-
angular latticebut Co'" isinas= % low spin state. The
transition tem perature (T.) is seen to, decrease for both
underdoped and overdoped m aterdal® although for the
cobaltatesthem axinum T, ismuch lower (T. 5K ) and
the optin al doping is tw ice as large as in the cuprates.
Finally, as one varies tem perature and electron concen—
tration, apart from superconguctivity, there are cbserved
unusualelectronic properties? and clear hints that strong
electronic correlation is at work in both cases.

A1l this tums attractive the application of the res-
onating valnce bpnd RVB) ideas to this new com-—
pound. Baskaran? was the rst to present qualitative
argum ents in favor of the RVB approach for the cobal-
tates. Soon after fhat Kum ar and Sha as well as
Lee and coworker? presented their rst estin ates for
themean eld M F) phase diagram , T, versus doping, in
a RVB fram ework. In the cobalates the C o0 , layersare
arranged In a trangular lattice which naturally exhibits
considerable m agnetic frustration. This not only brings
m odi cations to the sym m etry of the regyling supercon-—
ducting state, aspointed out by others,ﬂ’b'ﬂ':l'é butm akes
the the application ofa M F RVB, to reproduce the ex—
perimn ental ndings related to the superconductivity of
NayCoO, vyHO, even m ore challenging. T he reasons for
that are as follows. Them axinum T, for the CoO, lay—
ers occurs for doping values nearly tw ice as large as in
the cuprates. This m ight be indicative that the phase

uctuations of the superconducting (SC) order param —
eter could be much too strong for the stability of the
M F RVB state. M oreover, In the standard approach low
doping is always favored and m akes even harder a m ore

quantitative agreem ent w ith experim ent in the case of
the cobaltates.

W ithin the origjal Baskaran-Zou-Anderson (BZA)
MF approxin ation? a non-zero value of the RVB MF
order param eter (OP ) doesnot by iself in ply supercon—
ductivity. The true SC OP In their approach is essen—
tially taken as a product ofa spinon (@ spin-1/2 neutral
ferm ion) pairing OP and a bose candensation factor for
the holons (spin-0 charged bosons) 5(2 follow ing the m ore
conventional slave-boson approxin ation. The phase of
the OP accounts for the uctuations which drives T, to
zero at zero doping. T he bose condensation tem perature
for the holons is estin ated separately and the region In
w hich both the soinpairing O P and them entioned holon
bose factor are non—zerp detemn Ines the resulting RVB
superconducting phase? A 11 this seem s to indicate that
the standard M F RV B basic iIngredients { the lattice spin
sihglet pairs { which m ight indeed be appropriate to de—
scribbe the physics at very low dopings is not the best
starting point to address the superconducting regin e at
higher doping values.

To overcom e those Iim itations we present a RVB M F
schem e which takes direct acocount of the dopant par-
ticles them selves and treats the non-double occupancy
NNDO ) constraint beyond the conventional slave-boson
mean eld approxination. A s w ill be dem onstrated by
thisand laterworksthisRV B representation ism ost suit—
able to dealw ith cases in which strongly correlated elec—
tronic superconductivity ism anifest in both low and high
doping regin es.

In this st work we apply our m ethod to the Co0 ,
superconductors. O ur starting point is the tJ m odel
on a triangular lattice. In doing that we follow the argu—
m entsw hich consider the 3d kevelsofthe Co'" ions being
crystal eld split in the Co0 , layersproducing singly oc—
cupied non-degenerate spin-1=2 d,. orbitals. Those or-
bitals are directly associated w ith the sihglt states in
our tJ m odel representation based on the Hubbard X
operators. T he use of that representation w illallow usto
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go beyond the conventional treatm ent of the NDO con-—
straint. The X operators are Jater given in a convenient
coherent-state path-integral representation. The resul-
Ing variables in this representation are naturally split into
bosonic and ferm ionic degrees of freedom . T he bosonic
m odes corresoond to SU (2) spin excitations while the
ferm ion variables are spinless and describbe U (1) charge
excitations Instead. C om bining those sopinon am plitudes
and spinless ferm ion param eters together we then con-—
struct appropriate ferm onic eldswhich carry both spin
and charge degrees of freedom and can be directly re-
lated to the dopant carriers n the t-J model. W e are
able In this way to take a direct acoount of the doping
dependence of the critical superconducting tem perature
preserving all the sym m etry properties ofthe t-J Ham i
tonian.

W e reform ulate the RVB theory of the SC phase en—
tirely in tem s of those quasiparticle states and use this
schem e initially to describe the superconducting proper—
ties of the cobalates. W e nd qualitatively good agree—
ment w ith experim ent and we are abl to reproduce the
observed dom e structure of the T, versus doping phase
diagram for those m aterdials in a RVB M F fram ework.
T he application of our RVB m ethod to the cuprates w ill
be presented In a subsequent work.

II. tJ HAM ILTONIAN AND THE NDO
CONSTRAINT

W e start by expressing the tJ Ham iltonian®%

X X | ] l
He 5= t  d o +hei+ J 20
ij 1]
p 1)
w ith the NDO oconstraint, nj 1; In tem s of the

Hubbard operators,iq
X;=¢ @ ni ); ni n; =0:

Here ¢ is the electron annihilation operator at site i
with the spin profction ="#,n; = c ¢ ; and the
Q'’s are the corresponding electron spin operators. In
term s of these operators the localND O constraint holds
rigorously and the t-J m odelbecom es

X 0o 0 X 1o 1
Hy 9=  t Xin+h:c:+J Zninj ;
1] 1]

@)
w}j“;;ere the 'eJect:con OspJn opera"cor now reads Ql =
2 0 X XY, with the * % being Paulim atri-
ces.

Ferm ionic operators X ; 0 profct the electron creation
operators onto a space spanned by the basis £i;;3 ig
and take the orm X, ° = J 4h03: Together with the
bosonic generators, X ; * = 4 ih %4 the full set of op—
erators X °;a;b = 0;";# fom s, on every lattice site, a

basis of the fundam ental representation of the sem isim —

pk doubly graded Lie algebra su@ijl) given by the

(anti)com m utation relations

X gd bc
1

ﬂ(fb;x jcdg — le])c ad) ij;
where the (+) sign should be used only when both oper-
ators are ferm ionic.

Sihce su(2]) can be viewed as a supergeneralization
of the conventional spin su 2) algebra, the tJ Ham i
tonian appears as a superextension of the Heisenberg
m agnetic Ham iltonian, wih a hol being a superpart-
ner of a su(2) magnetic excitation 23 This superalge—
bra can also be thought of as a natural generalization
of the standard ferm ionic algebra spanned by genera-
tors ¢" ;¢ ; and unity I; to the case where the farm jonic
operators are sub fct to the NDO oconstraint. The in-
corporation of this constraint m anifests itself in m ore
com plicated com m utation relationsbetween X operators
In com parison w ith those produced by the conventional
ferm jolazic operators. N ote that the G utzw iller pro fction
Pg = ; @ njn; ) that exclides the doubly occu-
pied state j "#1i is equivalent to the Hubbard operator
representation, since Pe ¢; ¢; Pg = X; °X §

Note also that the occupation constraint is di erent
for the hol and electron doping. To treat them n a
unique way we perform , for electron dopings, a canonical
partickehok transm ation ¢; ! ¢  that restores the
non-double occupancy constraint but reverses the sign
of t. Using then the Hubbard operator representation
In tem s of the transfom ed coperators we again arrive
at Eq.(::J) w ith, however, t ! t. A lthough the CoO,
layer is an electron doped M ott nsulator we shall for
convenience form ally dealw ith the m ore fam iliar case of
hole doping m aking the necessary changes only at the
end of our work.

Since the X operators are generators ofthe su 2l) su—
peralgebra we are lead naturally to em ploy the su@1)
coherent-state path-integral representation of the tJ
partition function. T here are a few rationalesto do that.
F irst, this provides a m athem atical setting well ad jasted
to addressthe t-J m odelw ith the crucialND O constraint
naturally built in the form alisn from the very begihning.
Second, within the su@jl) path-integral representation
the associated e ective tJ action lives on a naturalclas-
sicalphase space ofthe t-J m odel { the SU 2]l) hom oge—
neous com pact m anifold, CP 13 (see below ). T he group
SU (24) acts on the CP'¥ m anibld as a group of canon—
ical transform ations In a way that the transform ation
properties of the basic elds { the local coordinates on
cP'? { can be easily ound. Third, these coordinates
are naturally split nto bosonic and ferm ionic degrees of
freedom . In the context of the t-J m odel the bosonic

elds correspond to the SU (2) spin excitations whereas
the fermm ionic ones are spinless and m ay be used to de—
scribbe the U (1) charge excitations. T his provides a natu—
ralsetting to In plem ent the spin-charge separation inher-
ent In the spin liquid phase at least .n 1D . F inally, the
transform ation properties of the CP ! coordiates un—



der globalSU (2) U (1) rotations { the exact sym m etry
ofthe t-J Ham ilttonian { in ply that their certain com bi-
nations transform in the linear spinor representations of
SU (2) and m ay therefore be used to describe ferm ionic
quasiparticle excitations that carry both the charge and
soin quantum numbers. W e show that such quasiparti-
cles arise asthe dopant particles in the t-J m odelrelevant
for descrbing the SC phase. In particular, we form ulate
the RVB theory ofthe SC phase ofthe tJ m odeldirectly
In temm s of the dopant particles and apply it to describe
the SC in the cobalates.

Som e earlier attem ptshave also been m ade to apply su—
persym m etry to study m any {ferm ion interacting H am i
tonians as well as the t{J and related m odels. A lin-
earization schem e for the general H am iltonian of an in-
teracting ferm don system hasbeen proposed In Ref. :_Z[fl
A hierarchy of spectrum {generating algebras and super—
algebras ncluding su (27l) results from such a new m ean{

eld treatment. A supersymm etric representation of
the H ubbard operator which uni es the slave{boson and
slave{ferm ion representation into a single U (1) gauge
theory has been developed in Ref. 35 Such a represen-—
tation m akes unnecessary the choice between a bosonic
and ferm jonic spin and ism ost suitable to describe the co-
existence of strongm agnetic correlationsw ithin a param —
agnetic phase. Besides, it hasbeen dem onstratedd that
thus de ned supersym m eric H ubbard operators prove to
be very e clent in treating the physics of the in nie U
Hubbard m odel.

IIT. SU 2j) COHERENT STATES AND PATH
INTEGRAL

T he nom alized su (27]l) coherent state (CS) associated
w ith the 3D fundam ental representation takes the form

;o i= @+ zz+ ) Pexp zx*+ X% 4vi; @)
where z isa com plex number, and isa complex G rass—
mann parameter. The set (z; ) can be thought of as
local coordinates of a given point on CP'# . This super-
m anifold appearsasa N = 1 superextension of a com —
plex pro ective plane, or ordinary two{sphere, CP! = 52,
to gccom m odate one extra com plex G rassn ann param e—
terfi At = 0, the su@i) CS reduces to the ordinary
su@) CS, &; = 0i %1 param etrized by a com plex
coordinate z 2 CP . Note that the classical phase space
of the Hubbard operators, CP'?, appearsasa N = 1
superextension ofthe CS m anifold for the su (2) spins.

As is well known the key point in constructing the
coherent{ state path { integralrepresentation ofa partition
function is the resolution of uniy or, equivalently, the
com pleteness relation for the coherent states. In tem s
of the nom alized set of states (3) it takes the form

Z
d sy e iz j=I;

w here

dzdz dd
211+ g%+

d sy 24) =

stands forthe SU (27l) Invariant m easure on the coherent-
statem anibld, CP1¥=35U (24)/U (14);and I isthe iden—
tity operator in the profcted H ibert space. E xplicitly,
we have

Z
d % itz = dzdzd d o i -
¥ T iy w5+ J
_ dzdzd d 1
2 i+ ¥+ YL+ 2F+ )
Uit 3+ 25 j#ink 3+ D03

= J"ih" 3+ J#ibk 3+ PO I:

In thebasis ; i= 3 ¥y; i, the t{J partition func-
tion takes the form of the su(2il) CS phase—space path
Integral,

D sueq @ )€ 7;
@)

Zthuaip( Ht J)=

cCP 131
w here

Y dzj)dzs ©)
2 i

d 5 ©d 5 ©)
I+ 255+ 55

D sueq @ )=
Jit

stands for the SU (2]l) invariant measure with the
boundary conditions, z;0) = z5( ); 50) = 50
TI%{e tJ e ective action on CP'* now reads Sy 5 =
o Zi ¥=dt+ He sF; idt, which gives
Z
1X % BB 55 534
0 1+ 5%+ 55

H S dt: )
0
The st part of the action (id) is a purely kinem atical
term that re ects the geom etry of the underlying phase
space w hile the classicalin age ofthe H am iltonian Q'_Z) be-
com es an average valie ofH ¢ 5 overthe su (2l) coherent
states,

HtClJ = hz; He 0 1
X 1 3@+ zyz3) + hxc:
A+ s+ 1A+ 25F 4+

j 3)
Bl BTt mzt 7z
A+ ZF+ 1)@+ ByF+

+J
5 5)

(6)

T he fact that the electron system wih the NDO con-—
straint lives on the com pact m anifbld, supersphere CP 13



can be explained as follows. Let us for a m om ent sup—
pose that the so—called slave-ferm ion representation for
the electron operators is used, ie.,

a = fial ; @)

where f; is a on-site spinless ferm ionic operator, w hereas
Bi is the spinfiilboson. The ND O constraint now reads
ai a; + £ f; = 1:W ithin the shve-fem jon path
Integral representation
Z

Ze 5= D St 5@ ja i), @®)

flat €

ih the Integration measure D fiat =
;DapD apD ayD ayD £;D f; , this constraint trans-
form s into

X _
a; a3 + £;f5=1; 9)

wih a; and f; standing now for com plex num bers and
com plex G rasan ann param eters, respectively. E quation
{d) is exactly that or the supersphere CP'% embedded

Into a at superspase. Any m ean— eld treatm ent of (§:)
should respect this constraint, which, however, poses a
severe technical problem . If one however resolves this

equation explicitly by m aking the identi cations

et zie' *
ajn T e/ T §———7
1+ Zizi+ ii 1+ Zizi+ Li
e
fi = g=———; (10)
1+ Zizi + i

i

one can further treat the variables z;; ; as if they were
Indeed free of any constraints.

N ote that the electron operator (::/:) is invariant under
a localgauge transform ation,

a; ! a3 et; £ fiett;

or equivalently, under the change ; ! i+ i. This
gauge symm etry is a consequence of the redundancy of
param eterizing the electron operator in term s ofthe aux—
iliary boson/fem ion  elds. In contrast, the su 27]l) pro—
“ected coordinates

zi= ag=ay; = Li=ay
are seen to be m anifestly gauge invariant. The dom ain
of the at measure In ('@l) that involves the spin up
bosonic elds can be rew ritten at every lattice sie as
DapDayw = D fiwFD ;. The An ¥ el can easily be
integrated out from eq.é'g) because of the constraint ('_9) ]
Since the t—-J action isU (1) gauge invariant and hence in—
dependent of ;, the Integration over ; results in m erely
som e num erical factor that can be taken care of by a
proper nom alization of the partition function. For the

rem aining Integration we have (the site dependence for
the m om ent being suppressed),

@ @gsap;f; L)

@(z;z; ;)

D ayD asD fD f = sdetk kD zD zd D

T he Jacobian of the change of the supercoordinates ap—
peaxg as a superdeterm inant of the transform ation m a—
trixts

@ (ay;ay;5;f) A
sdetk——HrH ==l o et
Q@z;z; ;) cD
= det@ BD !C)detb !:
Here
| |
Gay Gay Cay Qay
_ ez ez _ e e
A= & & 7 B= e oea
Rz Qz Q @
|
@f @f Gf @ef °
_ ez @z _ Q Q
C= @ g 7 D= ar er 7
Q Q

w ith the derivatives w ith respect to the G rassn ann pa—
rameters and being understood to be the right ones.
Evaliating the superdeterm inant

;as; £;£ 1
etk L ¥ o )y -
e@iz; ;) 1+ 23+

and substituting of {10) into @) we are kd to the su 23)
path-integral representation of Z+ 7 given by é'ff) . Note
thattheU (1) gauge eld ; dropsout from representation
(:ff) . An attem pt at decoupling the physical electron as
a U (1) gauge nvariant "dressed" holon and spnon has
been m ade in Ref. :_lé

G eom etrically, the set (z; ) appears as local (nhom o-
geneous) coordinates of a point on the supersphere de-

ned by equation @:). R epresentation @:)—('{;) rigorously

Incorporates the local NDO constraint at the apparent
expense of a m ore com plicated com pact phase space for
the pro fcted electron operators.

IV. SYMMETRY

At the supersymm etric point, J = 2t; the t{J m odel
Ham iltonian is known to exhibit a global SU (2jl) sym —
metry. Away from that point this sym m etry reduces to

SU @) U(@) SU@1]).Thissymm etry group actson a
point (z(); @) 2 CP'? in a way that,
20! - 20 Y gosue) U
vz () + u
0! o= -— 9, 1)
vz () + u



w here the group param eters are to be taken to be site
Independent:

u

28U Q); e 2U@): 12)

cl <

Tt can easily be checked that both the SU 21]l) m ea—
sure and the e ective actjo_n ("g') are Invariant under
the group transform ations Cl];), so that the representa—
tion of the partJtJon function (-4.) rem ains intact. No—
tice that Cll- ) appears as a covariant reparam etrization
of CP'!. However, one can in principlk emplby any
other reparam etrization, not necessarily of the form of
the SU (29) action on CP'?. W e are interested in the
one that decouples the SU (2]l) m easure factor into the
SU (2) spn and the U (1) spinless ferm ion m easures,

Y dz; (dz; )
L2 i1+ 2 0F)2

D SU (2) (Z;Z) =

d5d 5 0;
jit
respectively.
Such a reparam etrization can be taken to be

| S —
1+ 29: 3)

z! z; !

Up to an inessential factor which rede nes a chem ical
potential, we get

D su (211) ' D su(2)(2;z) D u(1)( ;o) 14)
and the e ective action becom es
7
Se st Ses= T wr ZE T g
t J - t J 2 . 0 1+ Ej_Zj_ ii
Z Z
lX T - cl
+ - (51 ;+)dt 5, ©dt (15)
2 ;0 0
w ith
X
B =t (4 shzgyit ho
ij
J X _ _
+5 tzgsif 101 o 10 45 :(6)

ij
Here hz; 751 stands for an inner product of the su (2) co-
herent states,
1+ Ziz4

FLrnhar mh

From egs. C_l-l:) one can infer the transform ation prop—
erties of the new CP '3 coordinates C_lg:) under a global
SU 2) U (1) action:

hz; 5=

uz ) + v .
vz )+ u’
! 0 =€t ©; a7

w here
VZ+ u

vz + u

Note also that #i! iy = e * ¢ Fyi: It can be straight-
forw ard]y checked that both the measure and the tJ
action (15) rem ain invariant, under such an action of
SU () U Q).

T he llow ing rem arks are needed at this stage. F irst,
n spite of the fact that the function i 4 bears a site—
dgpendenoe through the z; elds, the transfom ation
C_l]‘) is a global one: the group param eters (u;v) are
site-independent. Second, although the m easure factor
gets decom posed Into the su (2) spin and spinless ferm ion
pieces, the underlying phase space is not reduced into a
direct product of the classical spin and a at fem lonic
phase spaces. The function 4 that enters the transfor-
m ation law for the ferm ions also depends on the spinon
coordinates, z; (t) : Besides, the sym p]ect:c one-form (ki
netictermm ) In thee ective action :LS isnota sin pl sum
of purely ferm Jonic and spin contributions. This m eans
physically that, in general, the corresponding eld exci-
tations are not independent of each other. In the other
words, the spin-charge sgparation does not merely re—
duce to a sinple (z; ) representation, and should, In
fact, be descrbed by nonlocal string‘excitations to be
constructed out ofthe basic (z; ) elds.

V. EFFECTIVE ACTION

The spinon am plitudes z; (t) and the spinless ferm ion
param eters, ; (t); are In fact related to each other by
the SU (2) transom ation laws {I7). From this & lows
that we can construct classicalin ages?d for the operators
that describe doped holes. In this respect we m ake the
follow ing ansatz:

= P = P——=7
1+ 2% 1+ 2%
zZ — z
nE e = P———: (18)
1+ ¥7 1+ 77
It then Dlows that « « + _# e = - —bCl-where
bel gtands ra c]assma%:m age of the hole{num ber oper-
atorP =1 h =1 X  :Therefore the resulting

ferm Jonic am plitudes describe the propagation of doped
holes restricted to the NDO constraint. In view of the
group transfom ations SU 2) U (1) forz ) and () the
am plitudes transform in a linear spinor representa-—
tion 0of SU (2) as true ferm ionic am plitudes. N am ely,

v "
u #

"

19)

< gl

#

In tem s ofthe and z am plitudes w e get the corre-
soonding exact representation of the t{J partition func-



tion,
Z
Zy g = D sy@) @iz)D ya)(; )expS
| |
Y nit Zi i itz g
Lt —* ;@0
i 1+ 77 1+ 77
w here
Z
S = Skin B (odt: @1)

0

The SU (2) nvariant product ofthe - fiinctionsensures
the preservation of the correct num ber of degrees of free—
dom . T he square rootsin the -—function argum entscom e
from the evaluation of the Jacobian. In this new dopant
carrier representation the kinetic tem ,

1x 2 - —
Skin = 2, i i—i dt
. Z
1X 237 Z4Zs
+ = L_lq‘dt; ©22)
2 X 0 1+ ZiZ4

1

is nicely decoupled Into purely fermm ionic and spinon
parts. It is clear that the fem jonic symplectic one{
om  (the rst tem in (22)) gletem ines a standard
ferm fonic sym plectic structure d ~d whih n
tum detem ines the standard P oisson brackets relations

T oy = ;9%f i oGy = 0:Asa result the
corresponding operators * ; o describbe indeed well
de ned ferm ionic excitations — in our case, doped holes.

A sa resul, using the new ferm ion elds, the H am ilto—
nian that corresponds to H'S ; takes the fom

X X Lo 1
Hy g = t i 3 + hc:+ J (SiSj Z)
ij ij
Lo Lo Lot 1
FOEM g+ S+ My PP e3)

wherew e have dropped the tilda sign. T hg com ponentsof
the operator of spinon m agneticm om ent § are the su 2)
generators in the s = % representation . Their classical
in ages are the com ponents of§* S e piwih $?)a =

|

! 12
2 :Theholk spin operatorM = oy M=

2
%b 2 b ;b- + +; transm s under (';L-:/:),

as a SU (2) vector while the total ham iltonian 3) is a
SU (2) scalar. It can also be checked that the electron
spin mom ent is g linegr com bination of the above two
operators: Q = 5§ + M . If we Integrate out the elds

wi; w3 in Eq. 20), with the help of the finctions,
we will retum to our initial representation as given in
Eqg. C_lg;) -,

D i erent parts of the Ham iltonian {23) can be associ
ated with the di erent phases of the t-J model. For a
half- lled band, Eq. (23) reduces to the Heisenberg an-
tiferrom agnet @AF), H2F, = J ;5(5:i55

a4+

1y.
7)iAway

from half- lling in the lightly doped regin e, where is
an all enough, so that one can ignore a direct hole-hole
interaction, the H am iltonian

AF PG X + X Lo 1
Hi's =t ;i 3 tho+J (5i54 71)
ij ] ij

Lo ot
+ (S;M 5+ SjM i) 7 24)

is able to describe the AF —psesudogap PG ) transition
on a square lattice. A ccordingly, at higher doping, the
Ham iltonian

PG SC X + X h' !
Ht I = t i 3 + hc:+ J SiMj
i3 1]
(I b 1
tOBM o+ MMy BBy @5)

isappropriate forthe pseudogap —superconductorbound-
ary region of the t-J phase diagram .

The PG phase iself can be described w thin our ap—
proach by a sin ple SU (2) nvariant spinon-ferm ion inter—
action,

+ hc:

X by oyt
+ J SiMj+ SjMi: (26)

ij

To see this, one can recast the Ham iltonian ('_2-5) into
the form ofthe phenom enologicalboson —ferm ion m odel
BFM ) which is known to capture the m ain cbservable
characteristic ofthe PG phenom enon, nam ely the reduvc—
tion ofthe frm jonic density of states at the Ferm ileveRl.
U sing the HolsteinP rin ako  HP ) representgtion of the
soin operators on the bipartite lattice L = A B,

bbi; S{ =i S; =b;
where ;'] = 1, and perform ing the follow ing unitary
transform ation of the ferm ionic operators

Y o.a . Y o3 .
wi ! wis i2 A, LEY ! wir i2 B ’

one is ked to the BFM —type Ham iltonian

X X
Hi® t HPFY = ¢ !y +hx J HE
ij i
X X
20 bbi+J (w5 gsb+ ho)
i ij
X
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FIG.1l: Tc () for negative and positive t. The curves from
the bottom to the top correspond to J=%j=0.6,08,1, 12.

w ith the In plied summ ation over . The Lagrangem ul-
tiplier has been introduced to enforce the constraint
w hich assuresthe vanishing ofthe totalelectron soin pro-—
Fction, < 20 % >= 0. N otice that due to the globalU (1)
Invariance the conditions< Q >= 0 are autom atically
satis ed. W hile both the conventional BFM and H [ € .
H am iltonians possess the sam e global sym m etry, nam ely
SU 2) U (@Q),wih theSU 2) group describing ofthe ro—
tation ofthe spinor elds, the origin ofthe U (1) symm e~
try isdi erent in the tw o cases. In the standard BF'M , the
globalU (1) sym m etry corresoonds to the conservation of
the total charge of bosons and ferm ions. Here the U (1)
sym m etry group appears just asa subgroup ofthe explic—
itly broken (oy the HP representation) totalsoin rotation
group, generated by the operatorsQ' s. T herefore, despite
the form alsim ilarity between those two e ective m odels,
the physical contents of the standard BFM and the rep—
resentation C_Z-j) are Indeed di erent from each other .
Note, nally, that our discussed hierarchy of e ective
t—J H am ilttonians isbasically qualitative In the sense that
the constraint in posed by the -functionsm ight change
their detailed form s. W hile this constraint does not seem
to be of the crucial in portance at very low density of
dopant carriers, i de niely becom esm ore In portant as
Increases, and thism ay in tum substantially a ect the
nal orm of the e ective interactions. However, snce
the global SU (2) invariance of the t=J Ham itonian {23)
is not a ected by the constraint, it is plausble to sug-—
gest that those changes will at m ost, at the m ean— eld
¥vel, result m erely In a renom aization of the H am itto—
nian param eters sin ilar to what happens to the t and
J param eters in the mean— eld P lain Vanilla theory?3.
W e intend to address these problem s In m ore detailin a
separate publication.

VI. SC PHASE

TheRVB mean el treatment ofthe SC phase ofthe
Ham iltonian C_2§') isnow based on the follow Ing assum p—

0 1 I I
0.2 « 0.6

FIG .2: T. asa function ofdoping ort< 0. T he curves from
the bottom to the top correspond to J=%1j=035, 04, 045,
0.5. For com parison, the Insert ghow s experin ental data for
NaxCoO, yH,0 taken from Reff.

tions:

i) the global SU 2) U (1) symm etry is spontaneously
broken by a local order param eter down to SU (2). The
SU (2) symm etry is the exact sym m etry ofthe SC phase;
i) the dynam icsofthe SC phase is govemed by the BC S{
type dynam ics of the valence bond hok SU (2) singlt
pairs and J% detez?n :II'led by the linearized hole{hol in-
teraction J ;3 M M j %bibj as well as by the hop-
ping tem . The hole spin sjng]e‘]gs J'nte'racltw ith the quasi-
classical spinon background J ;5 5354 %
induced m om ent-m om ent interaction JP i3 'S -11\;1 5:This
can be treated wihin the M F approxim ation as well.
However, for the cobaltates we ignore, at rst, quan—
tum uctuation e ects of the spinon eld in, com pari-
son with the ones origihated by the ed.?d m con-
trast, for the cuprates the h5 ;M 4i correlation fiinctions
seam to be of crucial in portance and should therefore
be treated beyond a M F approxin ation. This is con—

m ed by the observation of antiferrom agnetic ordering
associated w ith the superconducting vortex oores;?‘l: i)
the constrained RVB holesinglt annihilation operator
takes the form B ij = i ¥ i# 0:In the
SC phase the U (1) global symmetry 5 ! e 4 is
spontaneously broken by the local SU (2) Invariant order
param eter ;5= hB5i:

The t{J Ham iltonian function In Eq.C_Z-]_:) now reduces

via the

jn, By =

X D42
HES =t i +h:c:+JNZ% N
i3
J X —
+E (am g # 4v) i3+t hxe: @28)

ij

w here the chem ical potential has been JE_;Uoduoed to
controlthe num ber of electrons, W, = N M

i 1 i

T his Ham iltonian oontjnugs to be invariant under the
SU (2) action induced by {19).



D espite its sin ilar appearance w ith the standard M F
RVB resu]t‘? eq. C28 has a di erent content. The m ost
In portant di erence is related to the presence of con—
straints in posed by the {functions in Eqg. .(2@) How—
ever, even if these functions are neglected, the H am ilto—
nian {28) deals directly w ith the dopant{particlke opera—
tors %S rather than w ith the electron operators ¢ Os.
In tem sof | Os, ﬂPe hasa di erent representation, and a
di erent equation for the chem icalpotential follow s from
that. A sa consequence, w ithin our approach a nonzero
directly in plies superconductivity in contrast to the orig—
inal BZA approach, where at half lling BZ2%2 is non-—
zero, but the state is lnsulating.

D ue to the fact that we are directly dealing w ith the
dopant particles T, vanishes for = 0. M oreover, the
average of the kinetic term in H S, t . The increase
of re ectsitself in the gain of kinetic energy which will
eventually be ofthe order ofJ . W hen thisoccurs the sin—
glet pairs tend to break up and the SC phase disappears.
Strictly speaking T. is non—zero for any non-vanishing

(see Fig. 1). This is an artifact of the applied M F
approxin ation,since it neglects a possble onset of m ag—
netic ordering# I the standard RVB decoupling schem e
the J{tem vanishes above the RVB transition tem per-
ature. Therefore, the resulting phase diagram for the
square lattice usually does not include the AF phase for
the half- lled case. In the present approach the J-tem is
expressed asa sum_of spinon, dopant and spinon-dopant
tem s (see Eq. {23)). The introduced above RVB state
natura]Jy disappears at half- lling and the Ham itonian
d23 is reduced to the Heisenberg one. Therefore, for

= 0, the system becom es nsulating and the ground
state energy can only be low ered by the onset ofthem ag—
netic phase. In particular, or the square lattice one ex—
pects the onset ofthe long range order antiferrom agnetic
order. In order to detemm ine the actualboundary of the
m agnetic phase, one should consider it together w ith the
RV B phase, sihce these phases com pete w ith each other.

A few rem arksare in order. Since the RVB singletsare
doped hole{holk pairs the present M F favors larger hole
doping In contrast to the BZA schem e. T hus the present
approach m ust be m ore reliable for the t{J interaction
on a triangular lattice.

Tt can be shown (see Appendix) that the equations for
the order param eter and the chem icalpotential that ol-
low from the partition fiinction representation (2d) w ith
the M F BCS Ham iltonian d28 are invariant under the
change t ! t; [ ; ! : Thus the NDO
constraint in poses w ithin the M F BC S approxin ation a
sym m etry restriction on a possble structure ofthe phase
diagram . N am ely, the phase diagram s T, ( ) att> 0 and
t< 0 must be located sym m etrically w ith respect to the
pont = % Any renom alization of the type t ! t,
frequently used in order to im plem ent the constraint of
no doubl occupancy in the M F BC S schem g, evidently
spoils this sym m etry.

Finally, Eqg. d28 ) corresoonds to hole doping. How -
ever, as already m entioned earlier on, the Co0,’s are

m ore likely electron doped com pounds. In order to deal
w ith this case, w ithin the representation CZS), wem ake a
canonical transform ation ! and keep the ND O
constraint asbefre. In itsnew form theoperator * cre—
ates a dopant electron. T he phase diagram T, w hich
follow s from our new \dual' RVB scheame is shown In
Fig. 1, orhole doping. Iffwe replace ! x;t! twe
reproduce the main gure for the electron doping case.
Our results for this case are shown In Fig. 2. In the
insert of this gurg we reproduce the experin ental data
from Schaak et al? for com parison. )

Thisphase diagram is evaluated djxecljy from Eq. {28)
considering a triangular lattice of C o0 J »s. Thed+ id
symmetry ofthe MF OP predicted earher In Refs. -4;5
and 2§ is em ployed throughout the calculations. O ther
symm etries can be tested jfneoessary using the sam e
scheme. The representation (20 w ith the Ham ilonian
function given by Eq. (28) hocorporates the NDO con—
straint rigorously and tells us that at m ost one spinfiil
ferm jon can live on a given lattice site. Technically, the
problem reduces to a com putation of the ferm ionic de—
term nant in the presence of the constraints in posed by
the -functions.

The fermm ionic determm inant arises upon integrating a
bilinear form in the exponential over the com plex spinors

! ! ; ! .Here =
ks, nks. ' 4 kios. ¥n

stands for the M atsubara fem ionic frequency and vector
k 2 BZ .Had there been no -fiinctions in 12(:) the am —

plitudes 5{;$n>0 and 5{;$n<0 would have been com —

plktely independent and contrbuted equally to the parti-
tion function. In thepresence ofthe -functions, how ever,
those am plitudes are no longer independent.

The {functions result in som e interference between
these am plitudes reducing the total contrbution to the
partition fiinction. In order to estim ate this reduction at
them ean{ el levelwe usethe ollow Ing trick. W em ulti-
ply the piece ofthe free energy that com es from the evalu—
ation ofthe determm nant at the absence ofthe constraints
by a coe cient < 1. Then, requiring that resulting
equations for the order param eter and the chem ical po—
tentialbe invariant under the change t ! t, ! 1 ,
and ! gives = 1=2.

A Tthough this approxin ation cannot be jaisti ed rigor—
ously, i goes beyond the one based on the renom aliza—
tion ofthe hopping term in the form ,t! t, which is fre-
quently used to partly take into account the restriction of
no doublk occupancy. In particular, our approxim ation
does not spoil the already m entioned symm etry of the
M F phase diagram under the changest ! t, 1
dictated by the ND O constraint (see Fig. 1 and the Ap—
pendix). However, a m ore detailed analysis m ust take
Into acoount a rigorous treatm ent of the delta{function
contrbution.

Our resuls for Na,CoO, yHO are very suggestive
since the experim entally observed dom e structure of the
phase diagram is reproduced by theoretical calculations
within a RVB fram ework. The obtained w idths for the

- @2n+1)



dom e are also of the sam e m agnitude as given by ex-—
perin entsg# although our doping values are som ew hat
shifted tow ard the origin. H owever, recent experin ental
result£¢ indicate that the actual hole concentration in
the cobal planesm ay di er from that estin ated solkly
on the basis of the Na content and the optim al doping
can be shifted from the valie reported in Ref'-_Z’. The
precise value of J for this com pound is still unknown.
However fort= 0:1&V and J=%jranging from 035 to
05 as depicted in Figure 2, m ax T, varies roughly from

1K to 4K .Ourmean eld resulsare, therefore, in good
agreem ent w ith the existing experin entaldata.

T he obtained phase diagram is asymm etric wih re—
spect to the change t ! t (electron and hol doping).
Thet! t asym m etry has also been obtajnedjnRef.:_d
within a M F slave{boson Ham iltonian. In both M F ap—
proachesthisasym m etry isan obviousconsequence ofthe
free{particle dispersion relation on the triangular lattice.
In our case, this asym m etry concems only the di erent
values ofthe optin aldoping in electron { and hole{doped
system s. In Ref. Ed, it is associated predom nantly with
the di erent width of the SC region in the T phase
diagram for di erent doping regin es. Additionally, we
have obtained much larger value of the optim al doping
than that reported in Ref. :§ N ote, that the m axin al
valie of T, obtained in Ref. g for the case of electron
doping is close to that obtained for the hol doping.

A ccording to ourknow ledge, there ishow everno exper-
In ental veri cation conceming the explicit form of this
asymm etry in contrast to the electron{hole asym m etry
observed in cuprate superconductors. The t{J Ham i
tonians @') on a square lattice w ith double/zero occu-—
pancy for hole/electron doping are unitary equivalent.
A coordingly, on a square lattice there is no asymm etry
w ith respect to the change t ! t. In fact, the doping
asymm etry In the high{T. cuprates has quie a di erent
origh. A possible resolution of this puzzlk has recently
been provided w ithin a two{speciest-J m odelin Ref. :_2]' .

T he doping dependence of the super uid sti nessD 4
is an im portant JngredJent of the standard RVB theory
asdiscussed In Ref. .22 In particular, an allvalues ofD ¢
for ! 0 detem ine the superconducting transition tem —
perature. T his quantity can be obtained w ith the help of
the linear resgpoonse theory from the relation between the
current and the transverse gauge eld. T he response ker—
nel consists of param agnetic and diam agnetic parts. In
the superconducting state (orm ore precisely for $.-0)
the param agnetic contrbution vanishes or T ! 0 2¢ 7
has been shown that the,diam agnetic part in poses also
the upper bound on D 4 29 I the case of the hypercu—
bic Jattice w ith the nearest{neighbor hopping, D ;= is
bounded by the absolute value of the kinetic energy on a
bond, whereas for a m ore generaldispersjion relation " (K)
the kinetic energy should be replaced by??
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FIG . 3: Doping dependence of K (T) and (T ) obtanned for
the triangular lattice with J=%j=05and T ! 0.

where m abl k) = @%"[®)=Qk,Q@ky,. In order to estin ate
them agnitude ofthe super uid sti ness n our approach,
we have calculated T = 0 lim it of this quantity. Fig 3.
show s the doping dependences of K (0) and (0). In
the standard RVB approach the NDO constrantt! t
renom alizes the super uid sti ness since t m odi es the
kinetic energy. Consequently, close @ half{ 1ling D g
vanishes despite the nite valie of .24 In this regine
T. Dg . In our approach the super uid sti ness
vanishes for the half{ Iling aswell. Since the kinetic en—
ergy tem In Eq. C23) contains only the dopant particles
the vanishing ofthe super uid sti nessfor ! 0isan in—
trinsic feature of our approach and occurs independently
of the applied approxin ations.

W e end this section discussing brie y how one can
control the BCS mean{ eld decoupling C_Z-g‘) within the
su (27l) supersymm etric representation of the Hubbard
operators. This can be done by m eans of a large{N ex—
pansion based on a generalization of the SU (2) globally
Invariant t{J Ham ilonian (:2:) In tem s of the sym plec—
tic group Sp @N.),@f2N 2N unitary m atrices (note that
Sp @)= SU @))238048%,

where the summ ation over the Sp @N) Indexes ; =
N JsassumedandtheSp (2N ) antisym m etric
tensor o= sgn( ) . The Jocaloo%,stramtofthet{
J m odel can now betakenjnthe form X =N at
every lattice site.

The exchange tem in {_2-§) can be rew ritten In tem s
gf the Sp @N) invariant valence -~bond operators B, =

o oX ;%0 i the Hm

i

JgX
v BiEy

ij



and m ay be decoupled by the link eld

1 X
lj::N—< OXin >:

0

AtN = 1 thisdecoupling becom es exact.

Thesu (27l) supersym m etric representation ofthe H ub—
bard operators can be extended to the case of the
su (2N 1) superalgebra. Sinhce Sp(2N) SU (2N ) one can
then em ploy the su 2N jl) coherent states and the corre—
soonding path Integralto treat the t-J H am ilttonian 2_2-_§) .
In thisway we w ill eventually arrive at an Sp 2N ) glob—
ally invariant generalization of the representation {_2-3),
wih S and M operators being now replaced by the cor-
resoonding Sp (2N ) generators. M ore detailsw illbe given
elsew here.

VII. CONCLUSION

To conclide we developed a RVB mean eld the-
ory which takes a direct acocount of the dopant carri-
ers. T hese dopant particles are represented by appropri-
ate ferm ion  elds which carry both spin and charge and
transform them selves as true SU (2) spinors. The result—
Ing theory is w ritten in a very convenient form since we
are abl in this way to consider the both doping depen—
dence of the critical tem perature as well as the kinetic
energy e ectswhich eventually destroy the superconduc—
tivity at larger dopings. By making a m ore extensive
use of H ubbard operators we go beyond the conventional
slave-boson approxin ation and take su cient care ofall
sym m etry properties of the Ham iltonian m odel. Since
we apply a mean{ eld decoupling, there is always a gap
In the energy spectrum of the dopant particles when—
ever $6 0. Consequently, the superconducting tran—
sition tem perature kT. and the energy gap J are of
the sam e order. In the slave{boson RVB fom ulation of
Ref. :§, for low doping T, corresoondsto the condensation
of holons. Therefore, in that approach T. is decoupled
from the value of . Such a decoupling m ay also occur
w ithin our approach, eg., when spinons are considered
beyond themean{ eld level. O ne can see from Eq. @C_i)
that the jpw est{order spinon {holon coupling takes on the
om %~ i j(z5 z)+ hxe:. The resulting density of
states rholbnsmay be nite also or 6 0. %3

W e Initially applied this new RVB schem e to describe
the superconducting properties observed in the cobal-
tates. W e sucoeeded In getting qualitative good agree—
m ent w ith experim ent. T he dom e structure of the phase
diagyam T, iswell reproduced within a RVB fram e-
work®3. This is achieved w ithout any sym m etry violation
of the t-J m odel for the whole doping regim e.

W hile preparing this version of our work we came
across another RVB fomulation in tem s of dopant
cardersﬁ‘i . Those authorsuse an extended t-J m odelw ith
t, £ and t° hopping param eters. In their schem e how -
ever those param eters are renom alized by interactions
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and this procedure autom atically violates the underlying
sym m etries of the originalt-J m odel

A s discussed in the Appendix, the M F phase diagram
T.( ) Pr the tJ model on the square lattice w ithout
frustration results n a max T, located at = 1=2:A+
though ncorporating the next-nearestneighbor NNN)
Interaction In the kinetic term slightly shifts the diagram
tow ard the origin, it cannot account for the experin en—
tally observed curve for the cuprates. It's clear that frus—
tration is an in portant ingredient for the success of our
RV B m ethod. However, apart from that there is yet an—
other in portant feature w ith needs to be taken into con—
sideration to properly deal w ith the cuprates case. In
the cuprates there are strong antiferrom agnetic correla—
tions which m anifest them selves even inside the super-
conducting vortex cores. As a resulk the < 5;M 5 >
correlations, which seem unim portant for the cobadtates,
may also play an In portant role in the cuprates.'35: This
w il produce strong phase uctuationswhich, m ost lkely,
need to be taken into account beyond m ean eld approx-—
In ation. This work is in progress and w ill be presented
elsew here.

As a nalconcliding rem ark ket us say a few words
about the ideology of the present paper. T he basic idea
is to use Hubbard operators, instead of the standard
ferm ion operators accom panied with the nonholonom ic
constraint of no double occupancy. This enables us to
Inpose the NDO constraint locally at each lattice site.
T his constraint results in strong electron correlation ef-
fects which are believed to be essential ingredients for
dopped M ott Insulators. Since the Hubbard operators
appear as G utzw iller procted (GP ) electron operators
on the states w ith no double occupancy, it is in princi-
Pl reasonable to work directly wih the GP operators
and wave functions. In this way P aram ekanti, R anderia
and T rivedi recently studied the H ubbard m odelm aking
use of param eters relevant for the cuprates, In the fram e~
work of the variationalM onter C arlo GP d-wave state®?.
They showed that the strong electron correlations im -
posed by the Gutzw iller profction destroy the o di-
agonal long range order as ! 0 qualitatively tracking
the observed nonm onotonic T, ( ). Basically the sam e re—
sul ollow s from the P Jain Vanilla version ofRVB, where
the G utzw iller pro fction is treated w thin them ean— eld
representation.

In our approach we also treat the NDO constraint at
the m ean— eld level. However, we go a step further since
we m ake explicit use of the algebraic relations between
the Hubbard operators, nam ely those of the su 21l) su—
peralgebra. This adds som e extra inform ation which
is encoded in the superalgebra comm utation relations.
In particular the classical phase space realization (the
coherent-state representation) ofsu 21l) providesusw ith
the com plex canonical coordinates (z; ) which eventu—
ally appear as the basic soinon—ferm ion elds in the path
integrale ective action (:4_1:) . D opant quasiparticle am pli-
tudes C_l@l) are constructed out ofthese eldsappearing In
our theory as em ergent phenom ena. W e arrive naturally



In thisway at the RVB theory for dopant carriers.
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V III. APPEND IX

In this Appendix we show that within the BCS MF
approxin ation {_2@) the equations for the order param —
eter and the chem ical potential are nvariant under the
change t ! t; 1 ; ! ; provided the ND O
constraint is rigorously taken into account.

F irst, we integrate out the elds "i;_"i n Eqg. C_Z-Q')
w ith the Ham iltonian finction given by {8), which re-
sults in the e ective action QE_;) w ith the classicalH am il
tonian function now being,

y X _ X
ch = t (1 thiiji+ h<) N ii
ij Ii
Jg X Z5 24
+ — i jp - - + hec (30)
2 + mF) A+ 257

ij

Here z; (t) and ; (t) are dynam ical elds. This represen—
tation rigorously ncorporates the constraint of no dou—
ble occupancy. Because of the rather com plicated form

of the action, we are in general unabl to w rite out ex—
plicitly a quantum ocounterpart of H am ittonian C_BC_S) asa
function of the su (2) soin generators and soinless U (1)
ferm Jonic operators. However, In the SC phase we get
z; (£) = z;j, which m eansthat quantum uctuationsofthe
background spinon elds are ignored. In that case only
the fermm ionic kinetic term is left in the action (,'_1-5), and
the quantum H am iltonian can be easily identi ed,

X X
Hsc = t (f-lijhzijzji+ hxs) N £7f;
ij i
|
Jg X Zy Zi
+ — fifjp - - + hc (31)
2 i3 1+ &FH)ad+ &%)

T he f;’s stand for the on-site spinless ferm ionic operators,
w ith ff;; ijg = ;5 that correspond to the classicalG rass-
mann am plitudes, £'=: , which give £ i;_jg= 0. The
dynam ical spinon eld z; (t) looses its tin edependence
and tums itself therefore into a sort of external classical
cvalued spinon eld.

N ext, we evaluate the on-site free energy function,

1 H
F=N = N—Tre sc 32)
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w here the symbolT r is used to indicate the sum m ation
over the ferm ionic degrees of freedom aswellas the com -
plex cvalued spinon elds:

Z

Tr( ) =D

The z-integral in ¢_3-§') appears as an ordiary muliple
Integral. In this way the order param eter and chem i-
calpotential are determm ined by the conditions @F =@ =

0; @F =R = 1 which explicitly give
* +
J X Z5 Zi
Z fif5p : —— +hx =0; (34)
2 O+ &F) O+ &5
and
* +
1 X
5 £ = 35)

respectively. Here h( )i=Tr( H"syeTre "o,
It can be checked straightorwardly that egs. (34) and
C_3-§) are invariant under the change t ! t; !
; 1 : To see this one should sin ultaneously

m ake the canonical transfom ation, f; ! ff, and change
the Integration variables, z; ! z;: A ccordingly, the
phase diagrams T.( ) at £t > 0 and t < 0 are located
sym m etrically w ith respect to the point = 1=2:

E xplicitly, the equations for the order param eter and
chem icalpotential read

Eg

X
S (36)
N E, K J
k2B 2
1 X tanh & ) . - &)
2N E, b B o
k2B 2
w here
EZ=( )?+3% 23,5 (38)
P
andt, = 2t ,; .= o C0sKn: In the case of the 2D
square lattice , = cosky + cosky,whereas , = cosky +

2cosk,=2) cosk, 3=2) orthe2D triangularlattice. For
the dy2 2 pairing on the square lattice the phase factor

reads , = cosky ©osky. For the triangular lattice ye

assume a d; + idy, symm etry of the order param eterﬂ'é
T hen,

P P—
Ky k, 3 P—- kg . ks 3
g = C0Sky COS— oS + 1 3snhn—sn——:

2 2 2 2

39)
T he equations @é) and {_3?) are clearly seen to be invari-
ant under the change t ! t ! ;U ;which
results In the phase diagram depicted on Fig.l.

su (2) (Z;Z)trf;fy ( ) (33)



N ote that the t-J H am iltonian on a square lattice w ith
the nearestneighbor (NN ) Interaction is Invariant under
the change, t ! t. This isbecause this change am ounts
to a certain unitary transform ation ofthe lattice electron
operators. It then follow s that the above two phase di-
agram sm erge In this case nto one, ocated at = 1=2:
Incorporating frustration (eg. by taking into account
the NNN interaction in the t-dependent termm ) destroys
this symm etry and results in splitting of this diagram
again into two located sym m etrically w ith respect to the
point = 1=2:However for the generic values of the t-J
param eters that solitting is rather sm all and cannot ac—
count for an experin entally observed phase diagram for

the cuprates.
If we ignored com plktely the NDO constraint taking
Into account them odes ! and ! on equal
k $n>0 k $,.<0

grounds, we would get (on a square lattice) a diagram

with max T, located at = 1. Thisism arkedly di erent
from the NDO constraint-free BZA result, wherem ax T,
occursat = 0, which bears out that our theory isin a
sense dualto the orighalBZA approach.

T he conventionalBZA M F theory form ulated In tem s
ofthe lattice electron spin singlets w ith the renom aliza—
tion t! tbeing in plem ented to partly incorporate the
NDO constraint, however fails to m aintain the sym m etry
ofthe phase diagram dictated by this constraint, and re—
sults in the sam e observation: m ax T, takes place again

12

at = 0, as in the constraint-free BZAI, theory. To see
this consider the BZA M F Ham iltonian 2
X X
HEZM = ¢ clc +hc da
i3 i
Jg X JIN Z 7§ 32
+ 7 cincyy cipcyn + he) + f :(40)

ij

O ne obtains the ollow ing system of equations to deter—
m Ine the order param eter and chem icalpotential:
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