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W ithin thet{J m odelHam iltonian wepresentaRVB m ean �eld theory directly in term sofdopant

particles. W e apply thistheory to NaxCoO 2 �yH 20 and show thatthe resulting phase diagram Tc

versusdoping isin qualitative agreem entwith the experim entalresults.

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

The rem arkable discovery of superconductivity in

NaxCoO 2 � yH20 for x = 0:35 and y = 1:30 by Takada

et al.
1 attracted a lot ofattention. The experim ental

�ndingsindicateseveralstriking sim ilaritiesbetween the

cobaltates and the cuprates. NaxCoO 2 � yH20 can be

viewed asa2D M ottinsulator.TheCoatom sform atri-

angularlatticebutCo
4+

isin as= 1

2
low spin state.The

transition tem perature (Tc)isseen to decrease forboth

underdoped and overdoped m aterials2 although for the

cobaltatesthem axim um Tc ism uch lower(Tc � 5K )and

the optim aldoping is twice as large as in the cuprates.

Finally,as one variestem perature and electron concen-

tration,apartfrom superconductivity,thereareobserved

unusualelectronicproperties3 and clearhintsthatstrong

electroniccorrelation isatwork in both cases.

All this turns attractive the application of the res-

onating valence bond (RVB) ideas to this new com -

pound. Baskaran4 was the �rst to present qualitative

argum ents in favor ofthe RVB approach for the cobal-

tates. Soon after that K um ar and Shastry5 as wellas

Lee and coworkers6,7 presented their �rst estim ates for

them ean �eld (M F)phasediagram ,Tc versusdoping,in

a RVB fram ework.In thecobaltatestheCoO 2 layersare

arranged in a triangularlattice which naturally exhibits

considerable m agnetic frustration. Thisnotonly brings

m odi�cationsto thesym m etry oftheresultingsupercon-

ducting state,aspointed outby others,4,5,6,7,8 butm akes

the the application ofa M F RVB,to reproduce the ex-

perim ental�ndings related to the superconductivity of

NaxCoO 2� yH20,even m orechallenging.Thereasonsfor

thatare asfollows.The m axim um Tc forthe CoO 2 lay-

ers occurs for doping values nearly twice as large as in

the cuprates. This m ight be indicative that the phase


uctuations ofthe superconducting (SC) order param -

eter could be m uch too strong for the stability ofthe

M F RVB state.M oreover,in the standard approach low

doping isalwaysfavored and m akeseven hardera m ore

quantitative agreem ent with experim ent in the case of

the cobaltates.

W ithin the original Baskaran-Zou-Anderson (BZA)

M F approxim ation9 a non-zero value of the RVB M F

orderparam eter(O P)doesnotby itselfim ply supercon-

ductivity. The true SC O P in their approach is essen-

tially taken asa productofa spinon (a spin-1/2 neutral

ferm ion)pairing O P and a bose condensation factorfor

theholons(spin-0 charged bosons),10 following them ore

conventionalslave-boson approxim ation. The phase of

the O P accountsforthe 
uctuationswhich drivesTc to

zero atzero doping.Thebosecondensation tem perature

forthe holonsisestim ated separately and the region in

which both thespin-pairingO P and them entioned holon

bose factor are non-zero determ ines the resulting RVB

superconducting phase.5 Allthis seem s to indicate that

thestandard M F RVB basicingredients{thelatticespin

singletpairs{ which m ightindeed beappropriateto de-

scribe the physics at very low dopings is not the best

starting pointto addressthe superconducting regim e at

higherdoping values.

To overcom e those lim itationswe presenta RVB M F

schem e which takes direct account of the dopant par-

ticles them selves and treats the non-double occupancy

(NDO ) constraint beyond the conventionalslave-boson

m ean �eld approxim ation. As willbe dem onstrated by

thisand laterworksthisRVB representation ism ostsuit-

ableto dealwith casesin which strongly correlated elec-

tronicsuperconductivity ism anifestin both low and high

doping regim es.

In this �rst work we apply our m ethod to the CoO 2

superconductors. O ur starting point is the t-J m odel

on a triangularlattice.In doing thatwefollow theargu-

m entswhich considerthe3d levelsoftheCo
4+

ionsbeing

crystal�eld splitin theCoO 2 layersproducing singly oc-

cupied non-degenerate spin-1=2 dz2 orbitals. Those or-

bitals are directly associated with the singlet states in

our t-J m odelrepresentation based on the Hubbard X

operators.Theuseofthatrepresentation willallow usto

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412235v2
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go beyond the conventionaltreatm entofthe NDO con-

straint.The X operatorsarelatergiven in a convenient

coherent-state path-integralrepresentation. The result-

ingvariablesin thisrepresentationarenaturallysplitinto

bosonic and ferm ionic degreesoffreedom . The bosonic

m odes correspond to SU(2) spin excitations while the

ferm ion variables are spinless and describe U(1) charge

excitationsinstead.Com bining those spinon am plitudes

and spinless ferm ion param eters together we then con-

structappropriateferm ionic�eldswhich carry both spin

and charge degrees offreedom and can be directly re-

lated to the dopant carriers in the t-J m odel. W e are

able in this way to take a direct accountofthe doping

dependence ofthe criticalsuperconducting tem perature

preserving allthesym m etry propertiesofthet-J Ham il-

tonian.

W e reform ulate the RVB theory ofthe SC phase en-

tirely in term softhose quasiparticle statesand use this

schem einitially to describethe superconducting proper-

tiesofthe cobaltates.W e �nd qualitatively good agree-

m entwith experim entand we are able to reproduce the

observed dom e structure ofthe Tc versus doping phase

diagram for those m aterials in a RVB M F fram ework.

Theapplication ofourRVB m ethod to thecuprateswill

be presented in a subsequentwork.

II. t-J H A M ILT O N IA N A N D T H E N D O

C O N ST R A IN T

W e startby expressing the t-J Ham iltonian11

H t� J = � t
X

ij�

c
y

i�cj� + h:c:+ J
X

ij

�
�!
Q i

�!
Q j �

1

4
ninj

�

;

(1)

with the NDO constraint,
P

�
ni� � 1;in term s ofthe

Hubbard operators,12

X �0
i = c

+

i� (1� ni� �); ni� �ni� = 0:

Here ci� is the electron annihilation operator at site i

with the spin projection � = "#,ni� = c
+

i�ci�;and the

~Q ’s are the corresponding electron spin operators. In

term softheseoperatorsthe localNDO constraintholds

rigorously and the t-J m odelbecom es

H t� J = � t
X

ij�

X �0
i X 0�

j + h:c:+ J
X

ij

�
�!
Q i

�!
Q j �

1

4
ninj

�

;

(2)

where the electron spin operator now reads
�!
Q i =

1

2

P

��0
X �0
i
�!� ��0X

0�
0

i ,with the �!�
0
s being Paulim atri-

ces.

Ferm ionicoperatorsX �0
i projecttheelectron creation

operatorsonto a space spanned by the basis fj0ii;j�iig

and take the form X �0
i = j�iih0ji:Together with the

bosonic generators,X ��
0

i = j�iih�
0ji the fullset ofop-

eratorsX ab
i ;a;b = 0;";# form s,on every lattice site,a

basisofthe fundam entalrepresentation ofthe sem isim -

ple doubly graded Lie algebra su(2j1) given by the

(anti)com m utation relations

fX ab
i ;X cd

j g� = (X ad
i �bc � X bc

j �
ad)�ij;

wherethe(+ )sign should beused only when both oper-

atorsareferm ionic.

Since su(2j1) can be viewed as a supergeneralization

ofthe conventionalspin su(2) algebra,the t-J Ham il-

tonian appears as a superextension of the Heisenberg

m agnetic Ham iltonian, with a hole being a superpart-

ner of a su(2) m agnetic excitation.13 This superalge-

bra can also be thought ofas a naturalgeneralization

of the standard ferm ionic algebra spanned by genera-

torsc+� ;c�;and unity I;to the case where the ferm ionic

operators are subject to the NDO constraint. The in-

corporation of this constraint m anifests itself in m ore

com plicated com m utation relationsbetween X operators

in com parison with those produced by the conventional

ferm ionicoperators.NotethattheG utzwillerprojection

PG =
Q

i
(1� ni�ni� �) that excludes the doubly occu-

pied state j"#i is equivalent to the Hubbard operator

representation,sincePG c
+

i�cj�PG = X �0
i X 0�

j .

Note also that the occupation constraint is di�erent

for the hole and electron doping. To treat them in a

uniqueway weperform ,forelectron dopings,a canonical

particle-holetransform ation ci� ! c
+

i� � thatrestoresthe

non-double occupancy constraint but reverses the sign

oft. Using then the Hubbard operator representation

in term softhe transform ed c-operatorswe again arrive

at Eq.(2) with,however,t ! � t. Although the CoO 2

layer is an electron doped M ott insulator we shallfor

convenienceform ally dealwith them orefam iliarcaseof

hole doping m aking the necessary changes only at the

end ofourwork.

SincetheX operatorsaregeneratorsofthesu(2j1)su-

peralgebra we are lead naturally to em ploy the su(2j1)

coherent-state path-integral representation of the t-J

partition function.Therearea few rationalesto do that.

First,thisprovidesa m athem aticalsetting welladjusted

toaddressthet-J m odelwith thecrucialNDO constraint

naturally builtin theform alism from thevery beginning.

Second,within the su(2j1) path-integralrepresentation

theassociated e�ectivet-J action liveson a naturalclas-

sicalphasespaceofthet-J m odel{ theSU(2j1)hom oge-

neouscom pactm anifold,CP1j1 (see below). The group

SU(2j1)actson theCP1j1 m anifold asa group ofcanon-

icaltransform ations in a way that the transform ation

properties ofthe basic �elds { the localcoordinates on

CP1j1 { can be easily found. Third,these coordinates

are naturally splitinto bosonic and ferm ionic degreesof

freedom . In the context ofthe t-J m odelthe bosonic

�elds correspond to the SU(2) spin excitations whereas

the ferm ionic ones are spinless and m ay be used to de-

scribetheU(1)chargeexcitations.Thisprovidesa natu-

ralsettingtoim plem entthespin-chargeseparationinher-

ent in the spin liquid phase at leastin 1D.Finally,the

transform ation properties ofthe CP1j1 coordinates un-
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derglobalSU(2)� U(1)rotations{ the exactsym m etry

ofthet-J Ham iltonian { im ply thattheircertain com bi-

nationstransform in the linearspinorrepresentationsof

SU(2) and m ay therefore be used to describe ferm ionic

quasiparticle excitationsthatcarry both the chargeand

spin quantum num bers. W e show that such quasiparti-

clesariseasthedopantparticlesin thet-J m odelrelevant

fordescribing the SC phase.In particular,weform ulate

theRVB theory oftheSC phaseofthet-J m odeldirectly

in term softhe dopantparticlesand apply itto describe

the SC in the cobaltates.

Som eearlierattem ptshavealsobeen m adetoapplysu-

persym m etry to study m any{ferm ion interacting Ham il-

tonians as wellas the t{J and related m odels. A lin-

earization schem e forthe generalHam iltonian ofan in-

teracting ferm ion system hasbeen proposed in Ref. 14.

A hierarchy ofspectrum {generating algebrasand super-

algebrasincluding su(2j1)resultsfrom such a new m ean{

�eld treatm ent. A supersym m etric representation of

theHubbard operatorwhich uni�estheslave{boson and

slave{ferm ion representation into a single U(1j1) gauge

theory hasbeen developed in Ref. 15.Such a represen-

tation m akes unnecessary the choice between a bosonic

and ferm ionicspin and ism ostsuitabletodescribetheco-

existenceofstrongm agneticcorrelationswithin aparam -

agneticphase.Besides,ithasbeen dem onstrated16 that

thusde�ned supersym m ericHubbard operatorsproveto

be very e�cientin treating the physicsofthe in�nite U

Hubbard m odel.

III. SU (2j1) C O H ER EN T STA T ES A N D PA T H

IN T EG R A L

Thenorm alized su(2j1)coherentstate(CS)associated

with the 3D fundam entalrepresentation takesthe form

jz;�i= (1+ �zz+ ���)� 1=2 exp
�
zX #" + �X 0"

�
j"i; (3)

wherez isa com plex num ber,and � isa com plex G rass-

m ann param eter. The set (z;�) can be thought ofas

localcoordinatesofa given pointon CP1j1.Thissuper-

m anifold appears as a N = 1 superextension ofa com -

plex projectiveplane,orordinarytwo{sphere,CP1 = S2,

to accom m odateoneextra com plex G rassm ann param e-

ter.17 At� = 0,the su(2j1)CS reducesto the ordinary

su(2) CS,jz;� = 0i � jzi param etrized by a com plex

coordinatez 2 C P 1.Notethatthe classicalphasespace

ofthe Hubbard operators,CP1j1,appears as a N = 1

superextension ofthe CS m anifold forthe su(2)spins.

As is wellknown the key point in constructing the

coherent{statepath{integralrepresentationofapartition

function is the resolution ofunity or,equivalently,the

com pleteness relation for the coherent states. In term s

ofthe norm alized setofstates(3)ittakesthe form

Z

d�SU (2j1)jz�ihz�j= I;

where

d�SU (2j1) =
d�zdz

2�i

d��d�

1+ jzj2 + ���

standsfortheSU(2j1)invariantm easureon thecoherent-

statem anifold,CP1j1= SU(2j1)/U(1j1);and I istheiden-

tity operatorin the projected Hilbertspace. Explicitly,

wehave

Z

d�jz�ihz�j=

Z
d�zdzd��d�

2�i(1+ jzj2 + ���)
jz�ihz�j

=

Z
d�zdzd��d�

2�i(1+ jzj2 + ���)

1

(1+ jzj2 + ���)

�
�
j"ih"j+ jzj

2
j#ih#j+ ���j0ih0j

�

= j"ih" j+ j#ih# j+ j0ih0j� I:

In thebasisjz;�i=
Q

jjzj;�ji,thet{J partition func-

tion takes the form ofthe su(2j1) CS phase-space path

integral,

Zt� J = tr exp(� �H t� J)=

Z

C P 1j1

D �SU (2j1)(z;�)e
St� J ;

(4)

where

D �SU (2j1)(z;�)=
Y

j;t

d�zj(t)dzj(t)

2�i

d��j(t)d�j(t)

1+ jzjj
2 + ��j�j

stands for the SU(2j1) invariant m easure with the

boundary conditions, zj(0) = zj(�);�j(0) = � �j(�):

The t-J e�ective action on CP 1j1 now reads St� J =

�
R�
0
hz;�jd=dt+ Ht� Jjz;�idt,which gives

St� J =
1

2

X

j

Z �

0

_�zjzj � �zj_zj +
_��j�j � ��j _�j

1+ jzjj
2 + ��j�j

dt

�

Z �

0

H cl
t� Jdt: (5)

The �rst part ofthe action (5) is a purely kinem atical

term thatre
ectsthe geom etry ofthe underlying phase

spacewhiletheclassicalim ageoftheHam iltonian (2)be-

com esan averagevalueofH t� J overthesu(2j1)coherent

states,

H
cl
t� J = hz;�jHt� Jjz;�i

= � t
X

ij

�i��j(1+ zj�zi)+ h:c:

(1+ jzij
2 + ��i�i)(1+ jzjj

2 + ��j�j)

+ J
X

ij

� jzij
2 � jzjj

2 + zizj + �zi�zj

(1+ jzij
2 + ��i�i)(1+ jzjj

2 + ��j�j)
:

(6)

The factthatthe electron system with the NDO con-

straintliveson thecom pactm anifold,supersphereCP1j1
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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 operatorsisused,i.e.,

ci� = fia
y

i�; (7)

wherefi isa on-sitespinlessferm ionicoperator,whereas

ai� isthespinfulboson.TheNDO constraintnow readsP

�
a
+

i�ai� + f
+

i fi = 1:W ithin the slave-ferm ion path

integralrepresentation

Zt� J =

Z

D �flat e
St� J (a� ;a� ;f); (8)

with the integration m easure D �flat =
Q

i
D ai"D ai"D ai#D ai#D fiD fi , this constraint trans-

form sinto

X

�

ai�ai� + fifi = 1; (9)

with ai� and fi standing now forcom plex num bersand

com plex G rassm ann param eters,respectively. Equation

(9)is exactly that forthe supersphere CP1j1 em bedded

into a 
atsuperspase. Any m ean-�eld treatm entof(8)

should respect this constraint,which,however,poses a

severe technicalproblem . If one however resolves this

equation explicitly by m aking the identi�cations

ai" =
ei�i

q

1+ zizi+ �i�i

; ai# =
zie

i�i

q

1+ zizi+ �i�i

;

fi =
�ie

i�i

q

1+ zizi+ �i�
i

; (10)

one can further treatthe variableszi;�i as ifthey were

indeed freeofany constraints.

Note thatthe electron operator(7)isinvariantunder

a localgaugetransform ation,

ai� ! ai�e
i�i; fi ! fie

i�i;

or equivalently,under the change �i ! �i + �i. This

gauge sym m etry is a consequence ofthe redundancy of

param eterizingtheelectron operatorin term softheaux-

iliary boson/ferm ion �elds.In contrast,the su(2j1)pro-

jected coordinates

zi = ai#=ai"; �i = fi=ai"

are seen to be m anifestly gauge invariant. The dom ain

of the 
at m easure in (8) that involves the spin up

bosonic �elds can be rewritten at every lattice site as

D �ai"D ai" = D jai"j
2D �i. The jai"j

2 �eld can easily be

integrated outfrom eq.(8)becauseofthe constraint(9).

Sincethet-J action isU(1)gaugeinvariantand hencein-

dependentof�i,theintegration over�i resultsin m erely

som e num ericalfactor that can be taken care of by a

proper norm alization ofthe partition function. For the

rem aining integration we have (the site dependence for

the m om entbeing suppressed),

D a#D �a#D fD �f = sdetk
@(a#;�a#;f;�f)

@(z;�z;�;��)
kD zD �zd�D ��:

The Jacobian ofthe change ofthe supercoordinatesap-

pears as a superdeterm inant ofthe transform ation m a-

trix18

sdetk
@(a#;�a#;f;�f)

@(z;�z;�;��)
k = sdet

�
A B

C D

�

:= det(A � B D � 1C )detD � 1:

Here

A =

 
@a#

@z

@a#

@�z
@�a#

@z

@�a#

@�z

!

; B =

 
@a#

@�

@a#

@ ��
@�a#

@�

@�a#

@ ��

!

;

C =

�
@f

@z

@f

@�z
@ �f

@z

@ �f

@�z

�

; D =

 
@f

@�

@f

@ ��
@ �f

@�

@ �f

@ ��

!

;

with the derivativeswith respectto the G rassm ann pa-

ram eters� and �� being understood to be therightones.

Evaluating the superdeterm inant

sdetk
@(a#;�a#;f;�f)

@(z;�z;�;��)
k=

1

1+ jzj2 + ���

and substituting of(10)into (8)weareled to thesu(2j1)

path-integralrepresentation ofZt� J given by (4). Note

thattheU(1)gauge�eld �idropsoutfrom representation

(4). An attem pt at decoupling the physicalelectron as

a U(1) gauge invariant"dressed" holon and spinon has

been m adein Ref.19.

G eom etrically,theset(z;�)appearsaslocal(inhom o-

geneous) coordinates ofa point on the supersphere de-

�ned by equation (9). Representation (4)-(6)rigorously

incorporates the localNDO constraint at the apparent

expense ofa m ore com plicated com pactphase space for

the projected electron operators.

IV . SY M M ET R Y

At the supersym m etric point,J = 2t;the t{J m odel

Ham iltonian is known to exhibit a globalSU(2j1) sym -

m etry. Away from thatpointthissym m etry reducesto

SU(2)� U(1)� SU(2j1).Thissym m etry group actson a

point(z(t);�(t))2 C P1j1 in a way that,

z(t)! zg(t)=
uz(t)+ v

� vz(t)+ u
; g 2 SU(2)� U(1);

�(t)! �g(t)=
ei��(t)

� vz(t)+ u
; (11)
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where the group param eters are to be taken to be site

independent:

�
u v

� v u

�

2 SU(2); ei� 2 U(1): (12)

It can easily be checked that both the SU(2j1) m ea-

sure and the e�ective action (5) are invariant under

the group transform ations (11),so that the representa-

tion of the partition function (4) rem ains intact. No-

tice that (11) appears as a covariant reparam etrization

of CP1j1. However, one can in principle em ploy any

other reparam etrization,not necessarily ofthe form of

the SU(2j1) action on CP1j1. W e are interested in the

one that decouples the SU(2j1) m easure factorinto the

SU(2)spin and the U(1)spinlessferm ion m easures,

D �SU (2)(�z;z) =
Y

j;t

d�zj(t)dzj(t)

2�i(1+ jzj(t)j
2)2

;

D �U (1)(
��;�) =

Y

j;t

d��j(t)d�j(t);

respectively.

Such a reparam etrization can be taken to be

z ! z;� ! �
p
1+ jzj2: (13)

Up to an inessentialfactor which rede�nes a chem ical

potential,weget

D �su(2j1) ! D �su(2)(z;z)� D �u(1)(�;�); (14)

and the e�ective action becom es

St� J ! St� J =
1

2

X

i

Z �

0

_zizi� zi_zi

1+ zizi
(1� �i�i)dt

+
1

2

X

i

Z �

0

(_�
i
�i� �i

_�i)dt�

Z �

0

eH cl
t� J(t)dt; (15)

with

eH cl
t� J = � t

X

ij

(�i�jhzijzji+ h:c:)

+
J

2

X

ij

�
jhzijzjij

2
� 1

��
1� �i�i

��
1� �j�j

�
:(16)

Here hzijzjistandsforan innerproductofthe su(2)co-

herentstates,

hzijzji=
1+ zizj

p
(1+ jzjj

2)(1+ jzij
2)
:

From eqs.(11)onecan inferthe transform ation prop-

erties ofthe new CP1j1 coordinates(13)under a global

SU(2)� U(1)action:

z(t)! zg(t) =
uz(t)+ v

� vz(t)+ u
;

�(t)! �g(t) = ei�g+ i��(t); (17)

where

i�g = ln

r
� vz+ u

� vz+ u
:

Notealso thatjzi! jzig = e� i�gjzgi:Itcan bestraight-

forwardly checked that both the m easure and the t-J

action (15) rem ain invariant, under such an action of

SU(2)� U(1).

Thefollowing rem arksareneeded atthisstage.First,

in spite ofthe fact that the function i�g bears a site-

dependence through the zi �elds, the transform ation

(17) is a globalone: the group param eters (u;v) are

site-independent. Second,although the m easure factor

getsdecom posed into thesu(2)spin and spinlessferm ion

pieces,the underlying phase space isnotreduced into a

direct product ofthe classicalspin and a 
at ferm ionic

phase spaces. The function �g thatentersthe transfor-

m ation law forthe ferm ionsalso dependson the spinon

coordinates,zi(t):Besides,the sym plectic one-form (ki-

neticterm )in thee�ectiveaction (15)isnotasim plesum

ofpurely ferm ionic and spin contributions. This m eans

physically that,in general,the corresponding �eld exci-

tationsare notindependentofeach other. In the other

words, the spin-charge separation does not m erely re-

duce to a sim ple (z;�) representation, and should, in

fact,be described by nonlocal‘string‘excitations to be

constructed outofthe basic(z;�)�elds.

V . EFFEC T IV E A C T IO N

The spinon am plitudes zi(t) and the spinlessferm ion

param eters,�i(t);are in fact related to each other by

theSU(2)transform ation laws(17).From thisitfollows

thatwecan constructclassicalim ages20 fortheoperators

thatdescribe doped holes. In this respectwe m ake the

following ansatz:

	 # =
� �

p
1+ jzj2

; 	 # =
� �

p
1+ jzj2

;

	 " =
z�

p
1+ jzj2

; 	 " =
z�

p
1+ jzj2

: (18)

It then follows that 	 "	 " + 	 #	 # = �� = b�cl;where

b�cl standsfora classicalim ageofthehole{num beroper-

atorb� = 1� bne = 1�
P

�
X ��:Therefore the resulting

ferm ionic am plitudesdescribe the propagation ofdoped

holes restricted to the NDO constraint. In view ofthe

group transform ationsSU(2)� U(1)forz(t)and �(t)the

	 � am plitudes transform in a linear spinor representa-

tion ofSU(2)astrue ferm ionicam plitudes.Nam ely,

�
	 "

	 #

�

!

�
u � v

v u

��
	 "

	 #

�

(19)

In term softhe	 � and z am plitudeswegetthecorre-

sponding exactrepresentation ofthe t{J partition func-
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tion,

Zt� J =

Z

D �SU (2)(z;z)D �U (1)(	;	)expS

�
Y

i

�

 

	 "i+ zi	 #i
p
1+ jzij

2

!

�

 

	 "i+ zi	 #i
p
1+ jzij

2

!

;(20)

where

S = Skin �

Z �

0

~H cl
t� J(t)dt: (21)

TheSU(2)invariantproductofthe� -functionsensures

thepreservation ofthecorrectnum berofdegreesoffree-

dom .Thesquarerootsin the�-function argum entscom e

from the evaluation oftheJacobian.In thisnew dopant

carrierrepresentation the kinetic term ,

Skin =
1

2

X

�i

Z �

0

�
_	 �i	 �i� 	 �i

_	 �i

�

dt

+
1

2

X

i

Z �

0

_zizi� zi_zi

1+ zizi
dt; (22)

is nicely decoupled into purely ferm ionic and spinon

parts. It is clear that the ferm ionic sym plectic one{

form (the �rst term in (22)) determ ines a standard

ferm ionic sym plectic structure
P

� d	 � ^ d	 �which in

turn determ inesthe standard Poisson bracketsrelations�
	 �;	 �0

	

P B
= ��;�0;f	 �;	 �0gP B = 0:Asa resultthe

corresponding operators 	 +
� ;	 �0 describe indeed well-

de�ned ferm ionicexcitations-in ourcase,doped holes.

Asa result,using thenew ferm ion �elds,theHam ilto-

nian thatcorrespondsto ~H cl
t� J takesthe form

H t� J = t
X

ij�

	
+

i� 	 j� + h:c:+ J
X

ij

�

(
�!
S i
�!
S j �

1

4
)

+ (
�!
S i
�!
M j +

�!
S j

�!
M i)+ (

�!
M i

�!
M j �

1

4
b�ib�j)

�

;(23)

wherewehavedropped thetildasign.Thecom ponentsof

theoperatorofspinon m agneticm om ent
�!
S arethesu(2)

generatorsin the s = 1

2
representation . Theirclassical

im agesarethecom ponentsof~Scl= hzj~Sjziwith (~S2)cl=

3

4
:Theholespin operator

�!
M = 1

2

P

�
	 +
�
�!� ��0	 �;

�!
M

2

=

3

4
b�

�

2� b�

�

;b� = 	+
"
	 " + 	 +

#
	 #;transform sunder (17),

as a SU(2) vector while the totalham iltonian (23) is a

SU(2) scalar. It can also be checked that the electron

spin m om ent is a linear com bination ofthe above two

operators:
�!
Q =

�!
S +

�!
M . Ifwe integrate out the �elds

	 "i;	 "i in Eq.(20),with the help ofthe �� functions,

we willreturn to our initialrepresentation as given in

Eq.(15).

Di�erentpartsofthe Ham iltonian (23)can be associ-

ated with the di�erent phases ofthe t-J m odel. For a

half-�lled band,Eq.(23)reduces to the Heisenberg an-

tiferrom agnet (AF),H A F
t� J = J

P

ij
(
�!
S i
�!
S j �

1

4
):Away

from half-�lling in the lightly doped regim e,where � is

sm allenough,so that one can ignore a direct hole-hole

interaction,the Ham iltonian

H
A F � P G
t� J

= t
X

ij�

	 +

i� 	 j� + h:c:+ J
X

ij

�

(
�!
S i
�!
S j �

1

4
)

+ (
�!
S i
�!
M j +

�!
S j

�!
M i)

i

; (24)

is able to describe the AF -pseudogap (PG ) transition

on a square lattice. Accordingly,at higher doping,the

Ham iltonian

H
P G � SC
t� J

= t
X

ij�

	 +

i� 	 j� + h:c:+ J
X

ij

h
�!
S i
�!
M j

+
�!
S j

�!
M i+ (

�!
M i

�!
M j �

1

4
b�ib�j)

�

; (25)

isappropriateforthepseudogap-superconductorbound-

ary region ofthe t-J phase diagram .

The PG phase itselfcan be described within our ap-

proach by a sim pleSU(2)invariantspinon-ferm ion inter-

action,

H
P G
t� J = t

X

ij�

	
+

i� 	 j� + h:c:

+ J
X

ij

h
�!
S i
�!
M j +

�!
S j

�!
M i

i

: (26)

To see this, one can recast the Ham iltonian (26) into

theform ofthephenom enologicalboson -ferm ion m odel

(BFM ) which is known to capture the m ain observable

characteristicofthePG phenom enon,nam ely thereduc-

tion oftheferm ionicdensityofstatesattheFerm ilevel21.

Using theHolstein-Prim ako� (HP)representation ofthe

spin operatorson the bipartite lattice L = A
L

B ,

S
z
i = 1=2� b

y

ibi; S
+

i = � bi; S
�
i = � b

y

i; i2 A;

Szi = 1=2� b
y

ibi; S
+

i = bi; S
�
i = b

y

i; i2 B ;

where [b;by]= 1,and perform ing the following unitary

transform ation ofthe ferm ionic operators

	 "i ! 	
y

"i
;i2 A; 	 "i ! � 	

y

"i
;i2 B ;

oneisled to the BFM -type Ham iltonian

H P G
t� J ! H B F M = t

X

ij

	 +

i� 	 j� + h:c:� J
X

i

	
y

i�	 i�

� 2J
X

i

b
y

ibi+ J
X

ij

(	 "j	 #jb
y

i + h:c)

+ �
X

i

(2b
y

ibi+ 	
y

i�	 i� � 2); (27)
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1δ

t > 0 t < 0
 

c
kT

  /
|t|

  

0
0

0.05

FIG .1: Tc(�) for negative and positive t. The curves from

the bottom to the top correspond to J=jtj= 0.6,0.8,1,1.2.

with the im plied sum m ation over�.The Lagrangem ul-

tiplier � has been introduced to enforce the constraint

which assuresthevanishingofthetotalelectron spin pro-

jection,< 2Q z > = 0.Noticethatdueto theglobalU(1)

invariance the conditions< Q � > = 0 are autom atically

satis�ed. W hile both the conventionalBFM and H P G
t� J.

Ham iltonianspossessthesam eglobalsym m etry,nam ely

SU(2)� U(1),with theSU (2)group describing ofthero-

tation ofthespinor�elds,theorigin oftheU(1)sym m e-

tryisdi�erentin thetwocases.In thestandardBFM ,the

globalU(1)sym m etry correspondsto theconservation of

the totalcharge ofbosonsand ferm ions. Here the U(1)

sym m etry group appearsjustasasubgroup oftheexplic-

itly broken (bytheHP representation)totalspin rotation

group,generated by theoperators~Q s.Therefore,despite

theform alsim ilarity between thosetwo e�ectivem odels,

the physicalcontentsofthe standard BFM and the rep-

resentation (27)areindeed di�erentfrom each other.

Note,�nally,thatourdiscussed hierarchy ofe�ective

t-J Ham iltoniansisbasically qualitativein thesensethat

the constraintim posed by the �-functionsm ightchange

theirdetailed form s.W hilethisconstraintdoesnotseem

to be ofthe crucialim portance at very low density of

dopantcarriers,itde�nitely becom esm oreim portantas

� increases,and thism ay in turn substantially a�ectthe

�nalform ofthe e�ective interactions. However,since

the globalSU(2)invariance ofthe t-J Ham iltonian (23)

is not a�ected by the constraint,it is plausible to sug-

gest that those changes willat m ost,at the m ean-�eld

level,resultm erely in a renorm aization ofthe Ham ilto-

nian param eters sim ilar to what happens to the t and

J param eters in the m ean-�eld Plain Vanilla theory22.

W e intend to addressthese problem sin m oredetailin a

separatepublication.

V I. SC P H A SE

TheRVB m ean �eld treatm entoftheSC phaseofthe

Ham iltonian (23)isnow based on the following assum p-

kT
  /

|t|
  

c  T
   

[K
]

c

.

.

x

t < 0 

x

0

0.002

0.004

0.2 0.4 0.6

 3

 1
 0.26  0.3  0.34

 5

FIG .2:Tc asa function ofdoping fort< 0.Thecurvesfrom

the bottom to the top correspond to J=jtj= 0.35,0.4,0.45,

0.5. Forcom parison,the insert shows experim entaldata for

NaxCoO 2 �yH 20 taken from Ref.
2
.

tions:

i)the global SU(2)� U(1)sym m etry isspontaneously

broken by a localorderparam eterdown to SU(2). The

SU(2)sym m etry istheexactsym m etry oftheSC phase;

ii)thedynam icsoftheSC phaseisgoverned bytheBCS{

type dynam ics of the valence bond hole SU(2) singlet

pairs and is determ ined by the linearized hole{hole in-

teraction J
P

ij

�
�!
M i

�!
M j �

1

4
b�ib�j

�

aswellasby the hop-

pingterm .Theholespin singletsinteractwith thequasi-

classicalspinon background J
P

ij

�
�!
S i
�!
S j �

1

4

�

via the

induced m om ent-m om entinteraction J
P

ij

�!
S i

�!
M j:This

can be treated within 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 originated by the 	� �eld.23 In con-

trast,forthe cupratesthe h
�!
S i

�!
M jicorrelation functions

seem to be ofcrucialim portance and should therefore

be treated beyond a M F approxim ation. This is con-

�rm ed by the observation ofantiferrom agnetic ordering

associated with the superconducting vortex cores;24 iii)

the constrained RVB hole-singlet annihilation operator

takesthe form B ij = 	 i"	 j# � 	 i#	 j",B ii = 0:In the

SC phase the U (1) global sym m etry 	 j� ! ei�	 j� is

spontaneously broken by thelocalSU(2)invariantorder

param eter� ij = hB iji:

Thet{J Ham iltonian function in Eq.(21)now reduces

to

H SC
t� J = t

X

ij�

�	 i� 	 j� + h:c:+
JN Zj�j2

4
� N e�

+
J

2

X

ij

(	 i"	 j# � 	 i#	 j")� ij + h:c: (28)

where the chem icalpotential� has been introduced to

controlthenum berofelectrons, bN e = N �
P

�i
	 +

i� 	 i�:

This Ham iltonian continues to be invariant under the

SU (2)action induced by (19).
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Despite itssim ilarappearance with the standard M F

RVB result9,eq.(28)has a di�erent content. The m ost

im portant di�erence is related to the presence ofcon-

straints im posed by the �{functions in Eq. (20). How-

ever,even ifthese functionsare neglected,the Ham ilto-

nian (28)dealsdirectly with the dopant{particle opera-

tors	 i�
0
sratherthan with the electron operatorsci�

0s.

In term sof	 i�
0
s, bN e hasadi�erentrepresentation,and a

di�erentequation forthechem icalpotentialfollowsfrom

that.Asaconsequence,within ourapproachanonzero�

directly im pliessuperconductivity in contrasttotheorig-

inalBZA approach,where at half-�lling � B Z A is non-

zero,butthe stateisinsulating.

Due to the factthatwe are directly dealing with the

dopant particles Tc vanishes for � = 0. M oreover,the

average ofthe kinetic term in H SC
t� J � t�. The increase

of� re
ectsitselfin thegain ofkineticenergy which will

eventuallybeoftheorderofJ.W hen thisoccursthesin-

gletpairstend to break up and theSC phasedisappears.

Strictly speaking Tc is non-zero for any non-vanishing

� (see Fig. 1). This is an artifact ofthe applied M F

approxim ation since itneglectsa possible onsetofm ag-

neticordering.7 In thestandard RVB decoupling schem e

the J{term vanishes above the RVB transition tem per-

ature. Therefore,the resulting phase diagram for the

squarelattice usually doesnotinclude the AF phase for

thehalf-�lled case.In thepresentapproach theJ-term is

expressed asa sum ofspinon,dopantand spinon-dopant

term s(see Eq. (23)). The introduced above RVB state

naturally disappearsathalf-�lling and the Ham iltonian

(23) is reduced to the Heisenberg one. Therefore, for

� = 0,the system becom es insulating and the ground

stateenergy can only belowered by theonsetofthem ag-

netic phase. In particular,forthe square lattice one ex-

pectstheonsetofthelong rangeorderantiferrom agnetic

order.In orderto determ ine the actualboundary ofthe

m agneticphase,oneshould considerittogetherwith the

RVB phase,sincethesephasescom petewith each other.

A few rem arksarein order.SincetheRVB singletsare

doped hole{hole pairsthe presentM F favorslargerhole

doping in contrastto theBZA schem e.Thusthepresent

approach m ust be m ore reliable for the t{J interaction

on a triangularlattice.

Itcan beshown (seeAppendix)thattheequationsfor

theorderparam eterand thechem icalpotentialthatfol-

low from the partition function representation (20)with

the M F BCS Ham iltonian (28) are invariant under the

change t! � t; � ! 1� �; � ! � �:Thus the NDO

constraintim poseswithin theM F BCS approxim ation a

sym m etry restriction on a possiblestructureofthephase

diagram .Nam ely,thephasediagram sTc(�)att> 0 and

t< 0 m ustbe located sym m etrically with respectto the

point � = 1

2
. Any renorm alization ofthe type t ! �t,

frequently used in orderto im plem ent the constraintof

no double occupancy in the M F BCS schem e,evidently

spoilsthissym m etry.

Finally, Eq. (28) corresponds to hole doping.How-

ever, as already m entioned earlier on, the CoO 2’s are

m ore likely electron doped com pounds.In orderto deal

with thiscase,within therepresentation (28),wem akea

canonicaltransform ation 	 � ! 	
+

� � and keep the NDO

constraintasbefore.In itsnew form theoperator	 +
� cre-

atesa dopantelectron.Thephasediagram Tc � � which

follows from our new \dual" RVB schem e is shown in

Fig. 1,forhole doping. Ifwe replace � ! x;t! � twe

reproduce the m ain �gure for the electron doping case.

O ur results for this case are shown in Fig. 2. In the

insertofthis�gure we reproduce the experim entaldata

from Schaak etal.2 forcom parison.

Thisphasediagram isevaluated directly from Eq.(28)

considering a triangular lattice ofCoO 0
2s. The d + id

sym m etry ofthe M F O P predicted earlier in Refs. 4,5

and 25 is em ployed throughoutthe calculations. O ther

sym m etries can be tested if necessary using the sam e

schem e. The representation (20) with the Ham iltonian

function given by Eq. (28) incorporates the NDO con-

straint rigorously and tells us that at m ost one spinful

ferm ion can live on a given lattice site. Technically,the

problem reduces to a com putation ofthe ferm ionic de-

term inantin the presence ofthe constraintsim posed by

the �-functions.

The ferm ionic determ inant arises upon integrating a

bilinearform in theexponentialoverthecom plex spinors

��!
k ;$ n

�

�

	
"
�!
k ;$ n

;	
#�
�!
k ;� $ n

�

.Here$ n =
�

�
(2n+ 1)

standsfortheM atsubaraferm ionicfrequency and vector
�!
k 2 B Z.Had therebeen no �-functionsin (20)theam -

plitudes��!
k ;$ n > 0

and ��!
k ;$ n < 0

would have been com -

pletely independentand contributed equally totheparti-

tionfunction.Inthepresenceofthe�-functions,however,

thoseam plitudesareno longerindependent.

The �{functions result in som e interference between

these am plitudes reducing the totalcontribution to the

partition function.In orderto estim atethisreduction at

them ean{�eld levelweusethefollowingtrick.W em ulti-

plythepieceofthefreeenergythatcom esfrom theevalu-

ation ofthedeterm inantattheabsenceoftheconstraints

by a coe�cient � < 1. Then,requiring that resulting

equationsforthe orderparam eterand the chem icalpo-

tentialbeinvariantunderthechanget! � t,� ! 1� �,

and � ! � � gives� = 1=2.

Although thisapproxim ation cannotbejusti�ed rigor-

ously,itgoesbeyond the one based on the renorm aliza-

tion ofthehoppingterm in theform ,t! �t,which isfre-

quently used topartly takeintoaccounttherestriction of

no double occupancy. In particular,our approxim ation

does not spoilthe already m entioned sym m etry ofthe

M F phasediagram underthechangest! � t;� ! 1� �

dictated by theNDO constraint(seeFig.1 and the Ap-

pendix). However,a m ore detailed analysis m ust take

into accounta rigoroustreatm ent ofthe delta{function

contribution.

O ur results for NaxCoO 2 � yH20 are very suggestive

since the experim entally observed dom e structure ofthe

phase diagram is reproduced by theoreticalcalculations

within a RVB fram ework. The obtained widths for the
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dom e are also ofthe sam e m agnitude as given by ex-

perim ents,2,3 although our doping values are som ewhat

shifted toward the origin.However,recentexperim ental

results26 indicate that the actualhole concentration in

the cobaltplanes m ay di�er from that estim ated solely

on the basis ofthe Na content and the optim aldoping

can be shifted from the value reported in Ref.2. The

precise value ofJ for this com pound is stillunknown.

Howeverfort= � 0:1eV and J=jtjranging from 0:35 to

0:5 asdepicted in Figure 2,m ax Tc variesroughly from

1K to 4K .O urm ean �eld resultsare,therefore,in good

agreem entwith the existing experim entaldata.

The obtained phase diagram is asym m etric with re-

spectto the change t! � t(electron and hole doping).

Thet! � tasym m etry hasalso been obtained in Ref.6

within a M F slave{boson Ham iltonian. In both M F ap-

proachesthisasym m etryisan obviousconsequenceofthe

free{particledispersion relation on thetriangularlattice.

In our case,this asym m etry concernsonly the di�erent

valuesoftheoptim aldopingin electron{and hole{doped

system s. In Ref. 6,itisassociated predom inantly with

the di�erentwidth ofthe SC region in the Tc � � phase

diagram for di�erent doping regim es. Additionally,we

have obtained m uch larger value ofthe optim aldoping

than that reported in Ref. 6. Note,that the m axim al

value ofTc obtained in Ref. 6 for the case ofelectron

doping iscloseto thatobtained forthe holedoping.

Accordingtoourknowledge,thereishowevernoexper-

im entalveri�cation concerning the explicit form ofthis

asym m etry in contrast to the electron{hole asym m etry

observed in cuprate superconductors. The t{J Ham il-

tonians (1) on a square lattice with double/zero occu-

pancy for hole/electron doping are unitary equivalent.

Accordingly,on a square lattice there is no asym m etry

with respectto the change t! � t. In fact,the doping

asym m etry in the high{Tc cuprateshasquite a di�erent

origin. A possible resolution ofthis puzzle hasrecently

been provided within atwo{speciest-J m odelin Ref.27.

The doping dependence ofthe super
uid sti�ness D s

is an im portantingredient ofthe standard RVB theory

asdiscussed in Ref.22.In particular,sm allvaluesofD s

for� ! 0 determ inethesuperconducting transition tem -

perature.Thisquantity can beobtained with thehelp of

thelinearresponsetheory from therelation between the

currentand thetransversegauge�eld.Theresponseker-

nelconsistsofparam agnetic and diam agnetic parts. In

the superconducting state (orm ore precisely for� 6= 0)

the param agnetic contribution vanishes for T ! 0.28 It

hasbeen shown thatthe diam agnetic partim posesalso

the upper bound on D s.
29 In the case ofthe hypercu-

bic lattice with the nearest{neighbor hopping,D s=� is

bounded by theabsolutevalueofthekineticenergy on a

bond,whereasforam oregeneraldispersion relation "(~k)

the kinetic energy should be replaced by29

K (T)=
1

N

X

~k2B Z

n(~k)Tr

h

m � 1(~k)

i

;

J/
|t|

  
∆(

0)

x

 

K
(0

)/
|t|

  

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.6

1.2

0

0.002

0.004

FIG .3: D oping dependence ofK (T)and �(T)obtained for

the triangularlattice with J=jtj= 0.5 and T ! 0.

where m � 1
ab
(k) = @2"(~k)=@ka@kb. In order to estim ate

them agnitudeofthesuper
uid sti�nessin ourapproach,

we have calculated T = 0 lim it ofthis quantity. Fig 3.

shows the doping dependences of K (0) and �(0). In

the standard RVB approach the NDO constraintt! �t

renorm alizesthesuper
uid sti�nesssinceitm odi�esthe

kinetic energy. Consequently, close to half{�lling D s

vanishes despite the �nite value of�.22 In this regim e

Tc � D s � �. In our approach the super
uid sti�ness

vanishesforthehalf{�lling aswell.Sincethekineticen-

ergy term in Eq.(23)containsonly the dopantparticles

thevanishingofthesuper
uid sti�nessfor� ! 0isan in-

trinsicfeatureofourapproach and occursindependently

ofthe applied approxim ations.

W e end this section discussing brie
y how one can

controlthe BCS m ean{�eld decoupling (28) within the

su(2j1) supersym m etric representation of the Hubbard

operators. Thiscan be done by m eansofa large{N ex-

pansion based on a generalization ofthe SU(2)globally

invariantt{J Ham iltonian (2) in term s ofthe sym plec-

ticgroup Sp(2N)of2N� 2N unitary m atrices(notethat

Sp(2)�= SU(2))15,30,31:

H
SU (2)

t� J ! H
Sp(2N )

t� J = � t
X

ij

X
�0
i X

0�
j + h:c:

+
J

N

X

ij

���0���0X
��

0

X �
0
� � �

X

i

X ��
i ; (29)

where the sum m ation over the Sp(2N) indexes �;� =

� 1;� 2;:::;� N isassum ed and theSp(2N)antisym m etric

tensor���0= sgn(�)��;� �0.Thelocalconstraintofthet{

J m odelcan now be taken in the form
P

�
X ��
i = N at

every lattice site.

The exchange term in (29)can be rewritten in term s

ofthe Sp(2N)invariantvalence -bond operators ~B +

ij :=
P

��0
���0X

�0
i X �

0
0

j in the form

�
J

N

X

ij

~B
+

ij
~B ij
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and m ay be decoupled by the link �eld

~� ij :=
1

N
<
X

��0

���0X
�0
i X �

0
0

j > :

AtN = 1 thisdecoupling becom esexact.

Thesu(2j1)supersym m etricrepresentationoftheHub-

bard operators can be extended to the case of the

su(2N j1)superalgebra. Since Sp(2N)� SU(2N)one can

then em ploy thesu(2N j1)coherentstatesand thecorre-

sponding path integralto treatthet-J Ham iltonian (29).

In thisway we willeventually arriveatan Sp(2N)glob-

ally invariant generalization ofthe representation (23),

with ~S and ~M operatorsbeing now replaced by the cor-

respondingSp(2N)generators.M oredetailswillbegiven

elsewhere.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

To conclude we developed a RVB m ean �eld the-

ory which takes a direct account of the dopant carri-

ers.Thesedopantparticlesarerepresented by appropri-

ate ferm ion �eldswhich carry both spin and chargeand

transform them selvesastrue SU(2)spinors.The result-

ing theory iswritten in a very convenientform since we

are able in thisway to considerthe both doping depen-

dence ofthe criticaltem perature as wellas the kinetic

energy e�ectswhich eventually destroy thesuperconduc-

tivity at larger dopings. By m aking a m ore extensive

useofHubbard operatorswego beyond theconventional

slave-boson approxim ation and takesu�cientcareofall

sym m etry properties ofthe Ham iltonian m odel. Since

we apply a m ean{�eld decoupling,there isalwaysa gap

in the energy spectrum of the dopant particles when-

ever � 6= 0. Consequently,the superconducting tran-

sition tem perature kTc and the energy gap J� are of

the sam e order. In the slave{boson RVB form ulation of

Ref.6,forlow dopingTc correspondstothecondensation

ofholons. Therefore,in that approach Tc is decoupled

from the value of�. Such a decoupling m ay also occur

within our approach,e.g.,when spinons are considered

beyond the m ean{�eld level.O ne can see from Eq.(30)

thatthelowest{orderspinon{holon couplingtakeson the

form J�

2

P

ij
�i�j(�zj� �zi)+ h:c:.Theresulting density of

statesforholonsm ay be �nite also for� 6= 0.32

W e initially applied thisnew RVB schem eto describe

the superconducting properties observed in the cobal-

tates. W e succeeded in getting qualitative good agree-

m entwith experim ent.Thedom estructureofthephase

diagram Tc � � iswellreproduced within a RVB fram e-

work33.Thisisachieved withoutany sym m etryviolation

ofthe t-J m odelforthe wholedoping regim e.

W hile preparing this version of our work we cam e

across another RVB form ulation in term s of dopant

carriers34.Thoseauthorsusean extended t-J m odelwith

t,t0 and t00 hopping param eters. In their schem e how-

ever those param eters are renorm alized by interactions

and thisprocedureautom atically violatestheunderlying

sym m etriesofthe originalt-J m odel.

Asdiscussed in the Appendix,the M F phase diagram

Tc(�) for the t-J m odelon the square lattice without

frustration results in a m ax Tc located at � = 1=2:Al-

though incorporating the next-nearest-neighbor (NNN)

interaction in thekineticterm slightly shiftsthediagram

toward the origin,itcannotaccountforthe experim en-

tally observed curveforthecuprates.It’sclearthatfrus-

tration isan im portantingredientforthe successofour

RVB m ethod.However,apartfrom thatthere isyetan-

otherim portantfeaturewith needsto betaken into con-

sideration to properly dealwith the cuprates case. In

the cupratesthere are strong antiferrom agnetic correla-

tions which m anifest them selves even inside the super-

conducting vortex cores. As a result the <
�!
S i
�!
M j >

correlations,which seem unim portantforthecobaltates,

m ay also play an im portantrole in the cuprates.35 This

willproducestrongphase
uctuationswhich,m ostlikely,

need to betaken into accountbeyond m ean �eld approx-

im ation. Thiswork isin progressand willbe presented

elsewhere.

As a �nalconcluding rem ark let us say a few words

aboutthe ideology ofthe presentpaper. The basic idea

is to use Hubbard operators, instead of the standard

ferm ion operators accom panied with the nonholonom ic

constraint ofno double occupancy. This enables us to

im pose the NDO constraint locally at each lattice site.

Thisconstraintresultsin strong electron correlation ef-

fects which are believed to be essentialingredients for

dopped M ott insulators. Since the Hubbard operators

appearasG utzwillerprojected (G P)electron operators

on the states with no double occupancy,it is in princi-

ple reasonable to work directly with the G P operators

and wave functions. In thisway Param ekanti,Randeria

and Trivedirecently studied theHubbard m odelm aking

useofparam etersrelevantforthecuprates,in thefram e-

work ofthevariationalM onterCarlo G P d-wavestate36.

They showed that the strong electron correlations im -

posed by the G utzwiller projection destroy the o� di-

agonallong range orderas� ! 0 qualitatively tracking

theobserved nonm onotonicTc(�).Basically thesam ere-

sultfollowsfrom thePlain Vanilla version ofRVB,where

theG utzwillerprojection istreated within them ean-�eld

representation.

In ourapproach we also treatthe NDO constraintat

them ean-�eld level.However,wego a step furthersince

we m ake explicit use ofthe algebraic relations between

the Hubbard operators,nam ely those ofthe su(2j1)su-

peralgebra. This adds som e extra inform ation which

is encoded in the superalgebra com m utation relations.

In particular the classicalphase space realization (the

coherent-staterepresentation)ofsu(2j1)providesuswith

the com plex canonicalcoordinates (z;�) which eventu-

ally appearasthebasicspinon-ferm ion �eldsin thepath

integrale�ectiveaction (4).Dopantquasiparticleam pli-

tudes(18)areconstructed outofthese�eldsappearingin

ourtheory asem ergentphenom ena.W earrivenaturally
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in thisway atthe RVB theory fordopantcarriers.
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V III. A P P EN D IX

In this Appendix we show that within the BCS M F

approxim ation (28) the equations for the order param -

eter and the chem icalpotentialare invariantunder the

changet! � t; � ! 1� �; � ! � �;provided theNDO

constraintisrigorously taken into account.

First,we integrate out the �elds 	 "i;	 "i in Eq.(20)

with the Ham iltonian function given by (28),which re-

sultsin thee�ectiveaction (15)with theclassicalHam il-

tonian function now being,

H
cl
SC = � t

X

ij

(�i�jhzijzji+ h:c:)� �

 

N �
X

i

��i�i

!

+
J�

2

X

ij

 

�i�j
�zj � �zi

p
(1+ jzij

2)(1+ jzjj
2)
+ h:c

!

: (30)

Here zi(t)and �i(t)are dynam ical�elds.Thisrepresen-

tation rigorously incorporatesthe constraintofno dou-

ble occupancy. Because ofthe rather com plicated form

ofthe action,we are in generalunable to write outex-

plicitly a quantum counterpartofHam iltonian (30)asa

function ofthe su(2) spin generators and spinless U(1)

ferm ionic operators. However,in the SC phase we get

zi(t)= zi,which m eansthatquantum 
uctuationsofthe

background spinon �eldsare ignored. In thatcase only

the ferm ionic kinetic term isleftin the action (15),and

the quantum Ham iltonian can be easily identi�ed,

H SC = � t
X

ij

(fif
y

jhzijzji+ h:c:)� �

 

N �
X

i

f
y

ifi

!

+
J�

2

X

ij

 

fifj
�zj � �zi

p
(1+ jzij

2)(1+ jzjj
2)
+ h:c

!

: (31)

Thefi’sstandfortheon-sitespinlessferm ionicoperators,

with ffi;f
y

jg= �ij thatcorrespond totheclassicalG rass-

m ann am plitudes,fcl= :�,which givef�i;�jg = 0.The

dynam icalspinon �eld zi(t) looses its tim e-dependence

and turnsitselfthereforeinto a sortofexternalclassical

c-valued spinon �eld.

Next,weevaluatethe on-sitefree energy function,

F=N = �
1

N
Tre� �H S C ; (32)

where the sym bolTr isused to indicate the sum m ation

overtheferm ionicdegreesoffreedom aswellasthecom -

plex c-valued spinon �elds:

Tr(� � � ):=

Z

D �su(2)(�z;z)trf;fy (� � � ) (33)

The z-integralin (33) appears as an ordinary m ultiple

integral. In this way the order param eter and chem i-

calpotentialaredeterm ined by theconditions@F=@� =

0;@F=@� = � � 1 which explicitly give

*

J

2

X

ij

fifj
�zj � �zi

p
(1+ jzij

2)(1+ jzjj
2)
+ h:c

+

= 0; (34)

and

*

1

N

X

i

f
y

ifi

+

= �; (35)

respectively.Here h(� � � )i:= Tr(� � � )e� �H S C =Tre� �H S C .

It can be checked straightforwardly that eqs.(34) and

(35) are invariant under the change t ! � t;� !

� �;� ! 1 � �:To see this one should sim ultaneously

m akethecanonicaltransform ation,fi ! f
y

i,and change

the integration variables, zi ! � �zi: Accordingly, the

phase diagram s Tc(�) at t > 0 and t < 0 are located

sym m etrically with respectto the point� = 1=2:

Explicitly,the equationsforthe orderparam eterand

chem icalpotentialread

1

N

X

~k2B Z

tanh(
E ~k

�

2
)

E~k

j�~k j
2=

Z

J
; (36)

1

2N

X

~k2B Z

tanh(
E ~k

�

2
)

E~k

(t~k � �)= � � 1=2; (37)

where

E 2
~k
= (t~k � �)2 + J2� 2 j�~k j

2; (38)

and t~k = � 2t
~k;
~k =
P

~n
cos~k~n:In the case ofthe 2D

squarelattice
~k = coskx + cosky,whereas
~k = coskx +

2cos(kx=2)cos(ky
p
3=2)forthe2D triangularlattice.For

thedx2� y2 pairing on thesquarelatticethephasefactor

reads�~k = coskx � cosky.Forthe triangularlattice we

assum e a d1 + id2 sym m etry ofthe orderparam eter.4,5

Then,

�~k = coskx � cos
kx

2
cos

ky
p
3

2
+ i

p
3sin

kx

2
sin

ky
p
3

2
:

(39)

Theequations(36)and (37)areclearly seen to beinvari-

antunderthechanget! � t;� ! � �;� ! 1� �;which

resultsin the phasediagram depicted on Fig.1.



12

Notethatthet-J Ham iltonian on asquarelatticewith

thenearest-neighbor(NN)interaction isinvariantunder

thechange,t! � t.Thisisbecausethischangeam ounts

toacertain unitary transform ation ofthelatticeelectron

operators. Itthen followsthatthe above two phase di-

agram sm erge in thiscase into one,located at� = 1=2:

Incorporating frustration (e.g., by taking into account

the NNN interaction in the t-dependent term ) destroys

this sym m etry and results in splitting ofthis diagram

again into two located sym m etrically with respectto the

point� = 1=2:Howeverforthe generic valuesofthe t-J

param etersthatsplitting israthersm alland cannotac-

countforan experim entally observed phase diagram for

the cuprates.

Ifwe ignored com pletely the NDO constraint taking

intoaccountthem odes��!
k ;$ n > 0

and ��!
k ;$ n < 0

on equal

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

with m ax Tc located at� = 1.Thisism arkedly di�erent

from theNDO constraint-freeBZA result,wherem ax Tc
occursat� = 0,which bearsoutthatourtheory isin a

sensedualto the originalBZA approach.

TheconventionalBZA M F theory form ulated in term s

ofthelatticeelectron spin singletswith therenorm aliza-

tion t! �tbeing im plem ented to partly incorporatethe

NDO constraint,howeverfailsto m aintain thesym m etry

ofthephasediagram dictated by thisconstraint,and re-

sultsin the sam e observation:m ax Tc takesplace again

at � = 0,as in the constraint-free BZA theory. To see

thisconsiderthe BZA M F Ham iltonian,9

H
B Z A
t� J = � t�

X

ij�

c
+

i�cj� + h:c� �
X

i�

c
y

i�ci�

+
J�

2

X

ij

(ci"cj# � ci#cj" + h:c:)+
JN Zj�j2

4
:(40)

O ne obtainsthe following system ofequationsto deter-

m ine the orderparam eterand chem icalpotential:

1

N

X

~k

tanh(
E ~k

�

2
)

E~k


2~k
=

Z

2J
; (41)

1

N

X

~k

tanh(
E ~k

�

2
)

E~k

(t~k � �)= �; (42)

where

E
2

~k
= (t~k � �)2 + J

2� 2


2

~k
; (43)

and t~k = � 2t�
~k;
~k =
P

~n
cos~k~n:The ensuing phase

diagram T B Z A
c (�)isinvariantunderthe change� ! � �

so thatm ax Tc alwaysoccursat� = 0.
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