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The extended t J m odel is theoretically studied, in the context of hole underdoped cuprates.
Based on results obtained by recent num erical studies, we identify the mean eld state having
both the antiferrom agnetic and staggered ux resonating valence bond orders. T he random phase
approxim ation is em ployed to analyze all the possble collective m odes in this mean eld state.
In the static Bardeen Cooper Schrie er) lim it jisti ed In the weak coupling regin e, we cbtain
the e ective superconducting interaction between the doped holes at the an all pockets located
around k = (  =2; =2). In contrast to the spin-bag theory, which takes into acccount only the
antiferrom agnetic order, this e ective force is pair breaking for the pairing w ithout the nodes in
each ofthe am allhole pocket, and is canceled out to be very sm all orthe d,> 2 pairing w ith nodes
which is realized in the real cuprates. Therefore we conclude that no superconducting instability
can occur when only the m agnetic m echanism is considered. T he relations of our work w ith other

approaches are also discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of high tem perature superconduc—
ting cupratest it has been established that the strong
Coulomb repulsion between electrons plays an essential
rol iIn the physics therel and the m agnetic m echanism
of the superconductivity has been studied intensively.
There are two stream s of thoughts; one is the antifer—
rom agnetic AF) soin uctuation exchange based on the
(nearly) AF ordered state, whilke the other is the reso—
nating valence bond RVB) mechanism wih the focus
being put on the spin singlet form ation by the kinetic
exchange Interaction J. Thg representative of the for-
mer is the spin-bag theory?? where the doped carriers
Into the spin density wave (SDW ) state form sm allhole
pockets, and exchange the AF spin uctuation to result
in the dy, superconductivity. The z-com ponent of the
son uctuation, ie. ?**, gives the dom inant contribu-
tion. The RVB picture, on the other hand, puts m ore
weight on the soin singlet form ation and takes into ac—
count the orderparam eterde ned on the bond but usual-
Iy does not consider the antiferrom agnetic long range or-
dering AFLRO)¥ These two scenarios have been stu-—
died rather separately thus far, and the relation between
them rem ains unclar. Hsu was the rst to take into
account both the AFLRO and the RVB correlation at
half- lling in tem s of the Gutzw iller approxin ation £
H is picture is that the AFLRO occurs on top of the d—
wave RVB or equivalently the ux state. It is also sup-—
ported by the variationalM onte C arl study on H eisen—
berg m odel, which show s that the G utzw illerpro fcted
wavefunction gryvp+spw Starting from the coexisting d—
wave RVB and SDW mean eld state gives an excellent
agreem ent w ith the exact diagonalization conceming the

ground state energy and staggered m om ent;_-‘ T he varia—
tional wavefunction profcting the sinple SDW state,
on the other hand, gives higher energy. These results
m ean that both aspects, ie.,, SDW and RVB, coexist In
the M ott insulator. At nite hole doping concentration
x, the AFLRO is rapidly suppressed and the supercon—
ductivity em erges. Here an in portant question still re—
m ains, nam ely short range AF uctuation dom inates or
the RV B correlation ism ore in portant. B ecause there is
no AFLRO and no distinction between ?* and , this
question m ight appear an academ ic one w ith the reality
being som ew here inbetween . W elkknow n resuls from the
variationalM onte C arlo studies are that the variational
wavefiinction gryvp+spw hasthe lowest energy therefore
RVB (supercenductivity) and SDW coexist also at am all
doping kvel? From the viewpoit of the particle-hole
SU (2) symm etry, this m eans that the degeneracy, ie.,
the SU (2) gauge sym m etry, between d-wave pairing and

— ux state is lifted at nite x, and the form er has lower
energy.

However this accepted view has been challenggd by
recent studies based on the exact, djagonah'zatjon!? and
variational M onte Carlo method? These works found
that the energetically m ost favorable state wih anall
pockets at sn all hole doping levels is not superconduc—
ting. This nonsuperconducting state is consistent w ith
the doped SDW + - ux state w ith the hole pockets near
k= (=2; =2). Thism eansthatthemean eld picture
isnot so reliable at am allx because the phase uctuation
of the superconductivity is huge at an all x where the
charge density, which is the canonical con jugate operator
to the phase, is suppressed. O nce the superconductivity
is destroyed by this quantum uctuation, the only order
surviving is the AFLRO, and the system rem ains non-—
superconducting. Considering that the AFLRO state at
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x = 0 is well descrbed by the SDW + (d-wave RVB or
— ux) state, the relevant mean eld state at an allbut
nite x isSDW + - ux state with an allhol pockets.

From the experin ental side, recent ARPES datas
on NaCCOC found the anall "Fem i arc" near k =
( =2; =2), and the k-dependence of the "psesudo-gap"
is quite di erent from that of (cosky  cosk,) expected
forthe dyz 2 pairing L9243 T his result strongly suggests
that the pseudo—gap is distinct from the superconduc—
ting gap, and the superconductivity com es from some
other interaction (s) di erent from J. A lthough only the
"arc" is observed experin entally, the Femm i surface can
not tem inate at som e k-points inside of the B rillouin
zone (BZ). Considering that the Fem i surface disap—
pearsw ith a large pseudogap at the antinodaldirection,
ie., neark = ( ;0) and (0; ), it is natural to assum e
that the am allhole pocket is form ed, along half of which
the intensity JS sn all and/or too broad to be observed
experin entally 23 % Then the question of the pairing sym —
m etry arises because d,2 2 requires the nodes at the
an all hole pockets, which usually reduces the condensa—
tion energy and is energetically unfavorable. T he natural
symm etry appears to be dy, without the nodes at the
hole pockets;,as has been claim ed by the original spin-—
bag scenario 2£

In this paper, we study the superconductivity of the
doped SDW + - ux state for sm allx. T his state Includes
both theRVB correlation and the AFLRO .Therearetwo
In portant e ects ofthisRVB correlation; one is to intro-
duce the parity anom aly to the nodalD irac ferm ions at
k= (=2; =2) and the other is to enhance the trans-
verse soin-spin correlation com pared w ith the longi-
tudinal *?. These two agpects m ight have crutial In u-
ence on the superconductivity in the underdoped region.
W e have em ployed the 1=N -expansion, or random -phase
approxin ation RPA ), to derive the e ective interaction
betw een the quasiparticles along the sm allhole pockets
and the pairing force derived from it.

The plan of this paper follow s. In Section IT, we dis—
cuss the m odel, formulation, and its mean eld treat—
ment. The Gaussian (second order) uctuation around
the mean eld saddle point is treated and the e ective
Interactions between the quasiparticles are studied in
Section :]]-;t Section :_B-{: is devoted to discussion and con-
clusions.

II. MODEL AND MEAN FIELD THEORY
A . Fomm ulation of the m icroscopic m odel

Them icroscopicm odelof cuprateswe Qo.ns:ider for the
study is the weltknown t J m odelft 3 The second
and third-nearest neighbor hopping tem s are taken into
acoount,'H as they are necessary to describe the ARPES
experin ents m easurem ents?? W e use the shve bosons

representationt 417 of the electronic operators
g = £ b @

w ith the constraint X
b + £ £, = 1: @)

i;
=4;"

In tem s of this form,alisp, the double occupancy of
each site is excluded 192929 The operators £Y, f are
the femnmc ones while b, b are bosonic ones (slave
bosons) 2423 T allwhat ©low s we w ill exclusively work
at zero tem perature, and all the slave bosons w ill be as—
sum ed to be condensed. (In actual calculation, we take
an extrem ely low tem perature by technical reason. The
resuls, however, are saturated and can be regarded as
those at zero tem perature.)

W e consider the follow Ing H am ittonian on a square lat-
tice w ith the lattice constant put to be unity and con—
taining N 4 sites

X X 0 X 00
H = tij + tlj + tlj
hi;ji hi;ji hi;§i%°
X h i
bBE! £, + b £,
— gy
X
+J  S; S; )
hi;ji

w here hi, hio, hiOO denote nearest neighbor, second nea—
rest neighbor and third nearest neighbor pair, respec—
tively. W e assum e that the hoppJng contribution is uni-
orm: ty = t, tLj tLj—t.FortO<O 2> 0
the previous H am Jll:oman dealsw ith hole doped (p-type)
cuprates, whilke the case t° > 0 ; t¥ < 0 concems elec—
tron doped n-type) cuprates. The unity of energy is:
t=04¢evV = 1,and wewillonly study the ho]e doped
case. Fo]Jowngef:lﬂweassumet 03,t = 02 or
the extended hopping temm s, and J = 03 for the H eisen—
berg interaction. W e have checked that slight variations
In the num ericalvalies ofthese param etersdo not induce
any signi cant m odi cation of our resuls, as discussed
in Section 'TIICI.

W e construct the mean eld theory to study this
Ham iltonian. It has been recognized that the validity
ofthemean eld theory ismuch lesstrivialin the theory
w ith constraint. The sim ple com parison of energy does
not o er the criterion because them ean eld theory vio—
lates the constraint, and hence can lower the energy In
the physically forbidden H ibert space. T herefore the
choice of the mean eld theory requires a physical in—
tuition, and we em ploy the nonsuperconducting saddle
point according to the reasons explained in the Intro—
duction. In order to study sim ultaneously the in uences
of antiferrom agnetism and ux in the resonating valence
bond state, we introduce the twom ean  eld param eters.
The rstone isa staggered m agneUzann..'ﬁ'

. 1X
mim = Iﬁim 1y Sim = 5 fi esm; ofi; oy @)
L0



FIG.1l: (Colr online) Square lattice exhibiting sim ultane-
ously a staggered m agnetization and a ux phase.

wih s, = %, vy, z, and e being the P gulim atrices.
The second one is the ux phase param eter2 24
X
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Fig. -_]: show s the pattem of the ux and the staggered
m agnetization on the square lattice. ,

W e rew rite the m odel H am iltonian (é) as

H=H'+H™ +H ; (6) ntegral form alism, by using the Stratonovitch ~Hubbard
. transfom ation 2324 T he partition fiinction is w ritten
w
|
X X 0 X 00 Z Z i
Ht = t t t Z= DDD DmD Dbexp d L(); 8
hij3i hig3if hi;3i% . 0
X h i
bl £ f5; + bl £ f5; with = 1=ks T the them al factor and the Lagrangian
X X , X ,X h i
L()= t+ t+ t bi()%()i;()j;()+k%()q()j;()i;()
hi;ji hi;3i° hi;3i%
X X
+ ()@ ii() i Bi()@  ii()k()
i; i
X X X
+ J m3C) g ()€ 0 o )+mi() 5 ()€, 0 5 00)
hi;ii ; O s=xjyiz
@ )JX X
B e— C) 5 C) gy )+ 50) 4 C) 5 ()
hi;ji
X X X Y Yy zZ zZ + (l )J X . 9
J mi()mj()+mi()mj()+mi( )mj() T ij()ij( ): )
hijji hi;ji
In Eqg. @) ;; i arethe G rassm ann variables associated w ith the fly , £i; operators, respectively. T he Lagrange

H]Tl

I
<
()

o
{@n
<

H =@ )J S; §S: )
hi;ii

Themean eld Ham itonian for each param eter is given
by

X X
m _ Sm Sm Sm o Sm
Hyrp= J my" S 4+ my" Sy
hi;jisn = X;yiz
Sm Sm .
m;"my
a X X y y
Hyp = P — iy £+ 5f £y
hi;3i
a X
S a3t
hijji

In the previous expressions a param eter has been in—
troduced to divide the H eisenberg exchange interaction
Into AF part and ux part. Here, the value of is de-
tem ned so as to reproduce the optin ized regult by the
G utzw iller variational m ethod at half- ling£ Hence

should be regarded as a variational param eter, but we
wﬂlk_e@p it constant ( = 0301127, as explained in Sec—
tion :_ng:) Independently ofthe doping. W ew ork In a path

multipliers ({ ;) assure that the constraint ofno doubl occupancy ('_2) issatis ed. The chem icalpotential associated
w ith the ferm ions controls the electron density nr, and hence the hole dopping level x.



B . Saddle point hypothesis and derivation of the
m ean eld H am iltonian

To identify the saddle point solution we consider the
follow ing assum ptions. As we work at zero tem pera—
ture, all the holons are supposed to be condensed, ie.,
bi)o = by with (x)? = x where x is the hole dopig
concentration. Therefore the £ operators can be sim -
ply viewed as the renom alized electron operators. T he
Lagrange m ultipliers are considered independent of the
sites, which signi es that the constraint is in posed on
average at them ean eld level

di)o= o: 10)

For the antiferrom agnetic part we Impose an AF order
polarized In z-direction
¥)o=0; mi)o=0; Mmido=( D'm: @1

Conceming the ux contribution we in pose at half- lling

x= 0)a -uxscheme ( = ), which is energetically
J
X X h i
Hyr = 0 £ fkyJ,Q,. (m

Thesummation 0 i k-space is over the reduced m a—
gnetic BZ, and we have de ned the follow ing energies

xk = 2t cos(ky) + cosky) 4tO cos(ky ) :cosky)

2t cos@ky)+ cos@k,) ;

x = xx (ot )
1 )J cos( =4) cosky) + cosk,) ; (15)
k+o = x+oX (ot )
+ 1 )J cos( =4) cosky)+ cosky) : (16)

T he order param eters associated w ith the staggered m a-—
gnetization and - ux are regpectively

o= 23dm a7
x; = 1l )J sin( =4) cosky) cosky) ;
for = 1.Hy g can be diagonalized as
X X h i
Hyrp = C B L, e YES L o

k

by a Bogoluibov-Valatin unitary transform au'on'gq'gg-

£y

Uk; Vk 1k;
’ = ! ! : 18)
fx+o; Vi Uy, 2k
. . y y
In the previous expression 3, ., 1x; (g, r 2x; )

are the creation and annihilation operators of the upper

the m ost favorable case fr a square latrice? ]

h i
(irxdo= (%)= exp+i=( 1 ;

n 4 i
(pirylo= (V)= exp i nt a2

To write the mean eld Ham iltonian H y r , we note
that the wavevectorofthe AF and —-ux isQ = ( ; ).
T herefore the sum m ation over the m om entum is done In
the reduced m agnetic rst BZ. T he borders of the m a—
gnetic (or reduced) BZ are given by the Fem i surface
of the Hubbard m odel at half 1ling. The reduced BZ is
characterized by the nesting property under the vector
Q = (; ). Hyur can be expressed In an appropriate
soinor basis of the m om entum space

£y,
! : 13
fk+Q ; ( )

W e obtain themean eldt J Ham iltonian written in a
m atrix form

m
K ki By 14

(Jow er) Hubbard band, respectjy?]y, w ith the correspon-
ding energy eigenvalies (see F jg.-;i)

q
u 1 2 . .
Ekp= +5 k xto T 40 rﬁ;]?"'Jk; F)
+
y BT kro (19)
2
q
Tow 1 2 - .
Eq = E k k+0Q + 4@ k;f+jk; ]2)
+
kT kro (20)
2
T he elem ents of the unitary m atrix are given by
U, = cos(y) et ;v =sin(y); 1)
w ith the trigonom etric factors
cos( k)
v — :
a1 T
= % 5@ 1+ q 2 A;
2 . .
(k  x+Q) 4G F F+3 .,
sin ( k)
g —o :
g1
= £ 5@1 & S S A;

(k ke +4G ™ $+3 ., %)



FIG .2: (Coloronline) Upperand lower H ubbard bands asso—

ciated w ith the eigenvaliesE® and E°" ofHu r .

oos( x; )=

P

lk;

Sjn(k;): :
SR s B D)

lo}

Tt is noted here that the unitary transform ation con—
tains the com plex phase factore® *; , which becom es in —
portant when we solve the BC S equation In Section :]]-j:
In the eld-theory temm inology, this o ersan exam ple of
"barity anom aly" in 2+ 1)D 29

C . Saddle point solution and m ean eld equations

In the path integral language, the saddle point action
is

X Ox X
SO= k; (l!n) k+0Q ; (J-'n)
k i,
Gyl ki ;iln)
1!
o @n) 22)
k+Q; (J-n)

w ith i!, the ferm fonicM atsubara frequencies and Gy the
free G reen’s functions’ m atrix

Go ki ;iln)
_ 1
C 12+ ia(kt xeo) kk+o IR, F ., F
Wa wee) &t ©3)
K; K; (61N x)

0.2

m X
018}
X

016}

014}
£ X
.5 012}
=
Sootp o
2
Sh 0.08 F
-

0o} X

0.04 %
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X
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FIG. 3: (Colr online) D ependence of the m odulus of the

staggered m agnetization m obtained at the saddlepoint, asa
function ofthe dopingx= 1 ng.

Now we expand the action up to the second orderw ith
regpect to the deviation from the saddle point solution.
Atthe rstorderwe can derive the selfconsistent m ean

eld equations. T he detailsare given In A ppendix ;;-\j, and
we give here the nalresults

g % = =0; @9

ix o oslky)+ cosky) (x+g  x)cos( =4) 25)
up
Ns E.° Ep
2icosky) ocosky) , sin( =4)
EF EpPv
1 X 0 COS(kx)‘l' COS(ky) (k+Q k)
N up low @6)
Ns E,f E}
= ocos( =4) ;
4 X 0 (x+0 k)
— e K @7)
Ns E.Y Ef
0 o0 (x+g + x 2E[°")
@t %) ™ = 07
EF EPF
where the quantities x, x+o/, ,EEP,E%’W,@,t}S
and . are given i Eqs. {13), {8, @H, &9, £0),

@11), B12) and @ 13), respectively.
W e adjust the electron num ber nr by the chem icalpo-—

tential . At zero tem perature the upper H ubbard band

is em pty, whik the lower band is partially lled as

X 1

1 x; 28)

1
il -
Ns , exp EXY + 1
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FIG .4: (Coloronline) D ependence of the ux param eters and , Lagrange multiplier o and chem icalpotential obtained

at the saddle point, as a function ofthedopingx= 1 n¢.

where (P x ) Isextended overthe rstBZ.

W e have solved num erically these equations by dis-
cretizing the reduced BZ in 2 m illions ofpoints, providing
Us a precision on the obtained values better than 10 5.
In particular at half- Iling (x = 0) we have found

= 0301127; 29)

by in pgsing the relation: m = 0:5 previously obtained
by Hsuf Away from half- lling this relation between m
and willbe changed but the value of C_Z-S_i) is assum ed
to be the sam e on all the range of doping. T his assum p—
tion m eans that the weight assigned to each of the de-
coupling tem s of the H eisenberg exchange Interaction is
kept constant as a function of the doping. T his assum p—
tion does not change the essential features of our results
presented below .

W e present the num erically obtained values of the
mean eld param eters as a function of the doping x in
Fjgs.::q’ and :f! W e see that the N eel state disappears at
a very an all value of the doping, typically 1.5 % , which
is in agreem ent w ith the experim ental phase diagram of
hole doped cuprates. T his is in sharp contrast to the pre—
vious studies of the t J m odel, which found that the
AE state could rem ain until doping values of around 15
% %% The ux decreases relatively linearly from  at

°

half- lling, and reaches ' 2 fora doping of10 % ,;-this
result is sin ilar to the data obtained by Hsu et al.3%

W e also show the shape of the Fem i surface for
three doping cases: x = 001;0:05;0:1 in Fig. "g', where
the Fem i surface is composed of arcs which delim it
the hole pockets located around the four nodes k =
( =2; =2).

In the next section we will consider the quantum

uctuation around thismean eld solution. The second
order G aussian uctuation corgesponds to the RPA .W e
will caloulate the \a la B C S"8384 pairing potential in
term s of the exchange of these uctuations, to see the
e ects of the coexistence of antiferrom agnetian and the
staggered ux on the pairing force in underdoped region.

III. GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATION AND BCS
PAIRING INTERACTION BETW EEN
QUASIPARTICLES

A . Second order action and correlation functions

In this Section w e expand the action w ith respect to the
uctuationsofthem ean eld param etersup to second or—
der starting from the saddle point solution forthet J
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FIG.5: (Color online) R epresentation of the Fem i surface for three di erent values of the doping: x = 0:01;0:05;0:1.

m odel C_l-l_i) . By analogy w ith a diagram m atic language linked via the uctuation-dissipation theorem '54) betw een

such a treatm ent is equivalent to taking into account those elds.

all the bubbles associated w ith the uctuating bosonic Integrating over the form ionic G rassm an variables and
elds8d This approach allow s us to calculate the di e- expanding the action w ith respect to the uctuations of

rent correlation functions (or susceptibilities, both being the bosonic m odes up to the second order, we obtain

X X X @ ) X
S;= d @?2 1i: p o (H 7 L 5 i
0 i hi;jism = Xjyiz hi;ji
X X 0 X 00 X l
t+ t + t ()? B phy g ith oy i+ STrGVIGV: i (0)
hi;ji hi;3i° hi;31%

Evaluating the bubbles %Tr GoV1GyV1 asexplained In A ppendix :_E-S:, the quadratic action is given by

X X X X0 1
Sy = Xilg;ity) M g5 @igyi9,74 )+ 5 i @997 ) X5( gy i), (1)
q d,i9,=9;g+Q il 43=1

where the rst order uctuationsofthebosonic elds X; arede ned n Eq. @ZS), and them atrix elem entsM ;5 and
i;7 are detailed in Egs. {_é_é) and (5_3-_1-_2), respectively. In the previous form ula, i! + denotes the bosonic M atsubara
frequencies.
In a path-integralform aliam , the second ordertem ofthee ective action giveseasy accessto the di erent correlation
finctions betw een bosonic elds renom alized at a RPA leveld

C@ja;i 9iily) = Cys@iapi 9iily) = Wi ;e I)X5( gy; i V)irea ;
1 i3 9 1 i3 9
1
i@ I)X5( gp; iV )igea = M @9 ;aiid )+ -T@igigyrity) : (32)
1 i3 9

N -

T he behaviour of the obtained transverse soin-spin correlation ﬁmctjon_ is In agreem ent w ith welkknown resuls
conceming the H eisenberg antiferrom agnets, as discussed In A ppendix I_D: .



B . D erivation of the e ective action

W e can now explicitly caloulate the "a la B C S 3384
pairing potential exchanging all the collective m odes
descrihed in the previous section. Follow ng Schrie er
et al:2¥ we adapt their approach to the fram ework of
thet J model W e neglct,the retardation e ects spe—
ci ¢ to the E liashberg theory248% and buid a pairing po—
tential by assum ing the static Im it (i! + = 0). T herefore
the frequency dependence w ill not be m entioned from
now on. This is Justi ed in the weak coupling region,
where the adiabatic approxin ation kg Te; sc << ~!p
issatis ed (T.: transition tem perature, sc : supercon—
ducting order param eter, !p : frequency of the exchan—
ging bosons). This approach is not su cient to describe
the superconducting state in underdoped cuprates w here
the features of, the strong coupling e ect are observed
experin entally 28 However, as w ill be shown below , the
m agnetic m echanisn based on the generalized spin-bag
theory gives only a very am all pairing force or is pair
breaking. Therefore this weak coupling approxin ation
is justi ed a posteriori, even though it does not describe
the real cuprates.

W e start with the linear interaction between the
ferm jons and the bosonic elds ('E:_l-;')
X X h i

0

k+g+0Q ; 0

fe
k+q; 0

0
Vik+ g; ki)

ki : 33)
k+Q ;

U sing the notations de ned in Appendix 3_3-:, the Interac—
tion m atrix V; (_A_l_é) can be rew ritten as

0
Vik+a; jki) (34)
X x° X 0
= Ci;a’o kiq; )Si;ao @)
q =99+ Q i=1 A% 1;2

Xi(@;);

where X, ¢ 0,8 0 aregiven by Egs. B83), 89, 89,
and @3-_1-53), respectively.

W e rememberthat , arethe G rassm ann variables
associated with the f¥, £ goihon operators. As we are
Interested In the interactionsbetween two , fem ions of

neglcting the contrbution of the upper Hubbard band
we obtain from the diagonalization of the mean- eld
Ham iltonian {18)

sin(x) x; 7

cos( k) x; ¢ (35)

k;

iy,
k+o; — © ki

The rstorderaction related to the , operators is given
by

‘ X OX
e p—

51 = k+q; °
k;% o,

#
SN (xiq) € 9 oS ks q)
(

X X° X 0
C, _a’o k;a; )s’i;ao @)

17
0

a;=q;9+Q 1=1 3%°=1;2

)
Xi@)

sin ()
e " *i cos(g)

;o (36)

To incorporate the interaction e ectsat a RPA level, we
build an e ective action by adding to S;° the_second
order in X; contribution S, , ie. using Egs. {31) and

82),

X 0 X X2
Sy = Xi@) (37)
a q; /9, =9;,9+0 1ij=1
1
Cijy @ari ) %0 @);
then the e ective action St is given by
S°ff = 57°+ S, (38)

In order to obtain the pairing potential, we integrate
out the bosonic elds X; in S . For convenience we
de ne " (q;) Prg; = g;g+ Q as

the lower Hubbard band, we introduce , the Grass- @)= @)y 47

m ann variables associated w ith the g, 2 operators. By
J

1X OX h i 0 i x o,

. Y i1

i) = kivq; 0 S(keg) € T rcos(i4g) co Kkija)s;o @)
791
k1 f;l a$:1;2
sin ( i, )

e trxiiicos(y,)

kij 1+

(39)



A fter Integrating out the bosonic eldswe have

X X
geff _ 0
a g ia=agatQ
. =1
or equivalently from Eq. (39)
1X X X° X X
geff _ = 0 0
q( qpid, =99+ Q H3=1 kijk: Vi Y
. ik .0
sin(k, ¢q) e " Y2c08(x, q)

Ci;5 @797 o)

(

i 0
s (x,+q) € “7% 1008(k,+q)

C . Calculation ofthe BC S pairing interaction

To have a BCS form in the previous e ective action
1

T @)C@iar; 9) T @);
K, q;g ko 2 k1+q;f kii1
. )

. .

i . sin( x,)

Ci;ai (2 q2)siiag € a) e i 2cos(y,)

ag=1;2
< )

o sin( x, )

17 1 ; . . 1 4

mo B @) () “o
a$:1;2

The con gurations (1) an Cﬁl are related to the zz
contrbution, whik the fom s C4§ and C44'|) give the
contribution. T herefore the BC S e ective action is

C4- ) we In pose the follow ing relations X 0
- eff _ .
0 Secs Vecs kik)
k=%k;ko= k;g=k kj Kk’

0 0
1=" a=#; 2=#; 1=": 41) o 1O kst ki (4D)
k= kike=kiq=k k;

0 0 w here
1=#; =" =" a= 42)

0 0 0 0
k= kijky=kj;g=k +k; Vecs kik )= Vaeg kik )+ Vy.g kik) (46)

R @3)

B B B 0 ThezzBCS typepamngpoten‘ualvZZs is obtained by
kol_k'koz_ kig= k ki putting the con gurations (:41!) and (:421)Jnthee ective
1=#; =" o=#; =" (44)  action {0)

|
0 X X2 1
Vees kik )= 2
( ayia,=k" kxk® k+o HI=1
X .
. i 0. #i4 . sin( x) 0 .
sin( ,0) € *#cos( o) Ci’_ag( k; qZ)lao( d,) e i ricos( i) Cys &k kjay; O)
agzl;z
sin( o) & ' cos( o) ks @) k)
0 ] ' ! e " oos( k)
a,;=1;2
. X .
: i,0, sin (k) o .
+ SJl’l(kO) e k'COS(kO) i;O(qu 1a @) eik?"COS(k) Ci;j(k k; a;:/9)
a,=1;2
" )

. #it ) sin( )

sin( o) & x#cos( o) Cj;a(f( k; ql)Sj;ai( a) el xrcos( 4) @47)
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FIG . 6: (Color onlne) Pairing potentials V% ¢ (kik ) {47), V, .o ik ) @8) and Vscs (k;k ) (46) as a function of k , with

xed k = (  =2;

By in posing the con gurations @-Z_i‘) and @'4:) in the e ective action, we get the

X X2

=2), for two values of the doping: x = 0:01;0:04. Num erical datas are plotted In unit of t.

BCS —type pairing potential

o 1
Vecs kik )= + v
( a, i, =k +kxk +k+o LI=1
X 0
T i #;" S:In( k) o
sin( o) e %+ cos( K°) cloki gy)s 0 ( ay) P Cis & + Kjoy; Q)
lia gz e Txi"cos( ) !
ag=l;2 ’
. i o, "ok . SJl'l( k)
sin(,0) e *cos(,o0) cj;af ( k,ql)sj;atll @) el rroos( )
al=1;2
X .
. [ "t . sin( x) 0 .
+ sin(,0) e *"oos(,o) ci;ag( k’qZ)si;ag @) et rroos( 1) Cus( kK ayidy)
a,=1;2 )
X .
k% Fi' s .s:|n( x)
sin( o) e cos( o) Cj;ag ki a )Sj;a(lJ (ap) e trmcos(y) 48)
a,;=1;2

T he correlation fiinctions and pairing interactionshave
been num erically calculated, the results ofwhich are pre—
sented in Fjgs.:§ and :_7. These gures show the e ective
interactionsbetween two , ferm ions, one located at the

xed position k = (  =2; =2), while the other one is
0
at k moving inside the m agnetic BZ . T he intensities of
0
the e ective interactions are plotted as a function ofk :

for exam ple the values given for kD = ( =2; =2) corres—
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pond to a wavevector qg = kO k= (; ). Aswe
assum e the static Im it @'« = 0), the pairing poten—
tials take realvalues. The dark color region m eans the
repulsive interaction (7 (k;k ) > 0), whilk the light re-
gion displays the attractive interaction V (; k ) < 0).
An interesting feature we can observe In Figs. @ and -'1
is that the total pairing potential Vg ¢ s is alm ost com —
pltely driven by the zz (ie. longitudinalor "spin-bag")
contrbution, w ithout any m a pr m odication introduced
by the (ie. transverse or "RVB ") correlation. A sm en—
tioned In Section ITA , the results dJsp]ayed n FJ%S 46 and
d have been obtained by assum ing t = 03,t = 02,
and J = 03. W e have also considered several additional
sets of num erical values ﬁ)]gothe param eters in the range:
035 t 03,02 t 025,03 J 035.We
do not have observed any signi cant m odi cation of the
results. The robustness of these results w ith respect to
slight variations ofthe param eter values can be explained
as Pllowed. In the present approach, the ferm ion spec—
trum contains two D irac ferm ions and associated sm all
hole pockets at the nodal points. The appearance of
D irac ferm donsm eans that a topologically nontrivial fea—
ture is ntroduced, which does not exist in the previous
spin bag theory. Such a property gives qualitatively soe—
ci ¢ characteristics to the system which are independent

of slight variations ofthe param eter values, and therefore
can explain the robustness ofthe resuls. In the next sec—
tion, we w ill discuss the in plications of the interaction
Ve c s on the possble superconductivity in thism odel.

Iv. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In previous sections, we have calculated the e ective
interactions between the two holes in the background of
the AF and RVB orders. There are four halfpockets of
holes In the reduced rst BZ as shown In Fig. 7, or the
two hole pockets In the shifted BZ.These sm allhole po—
cketsaround k = (  =2; =2) are di erent from those
ofthe smple,SDW state asassum ed in the originalspin—
bag theory 2% N am ely the description ofthe antiferrom a—
gnetic state ncludes the singlet form ation via the RVB
orderparam eter in addition to the N eelorder, and corres—
pondingly the wavefiinctions of the doped holes are dis—
tinct from the SDW state. A Iready there opens the gap
neark = ( ;0); O; ) due to the staggered ux, and
the superconducting pairings near these points are rrele—
vant. H ow ever the pairing force is stilldom inated by the
zz-com ponent of the spin susceptbility, and is repulsive
for the m om entum transfer gqq = (; ). W hen the su—-



perconducting gapsatk = ( ;0); ©O; ) aredom inant,
this leads to the dy> 2 pairing as discussed by several
authordtd since the sign of the order param eter is oppo—
site between k = (  ;0) and k = (O; ). However in
the present case, only the statesneark = (  =2; =2)

could contribute to the pajyjng. O ne of the m ain predic—
tions ofthe spin-bag theory?? isthat the superconductiv—
ity occurs through the pairing ofholes in the am allpock—
ets, which are delim ited by the Femm i surface as we can

e Fig :_5 . The present study show sthat the totalpair-
Ing potential Vi ¢ 5 is clearly repulsive, or pair breaking,
on allthe range ofdoping fora w avevectorqy in the (0;0),

( ;0) and (0; ) aresasofthem agnetic BZ.An attractive
behaviour is also ound when the m om entum transfer is
around ( ; ). Ik corresoonds to relatively large values of
dq - Nam ely, the repulsive interaction (dark contribution)

neark = ( =2; =2) isdom inating over the attractive
(ight) region with large gq. Therefore as long as one
considers the pairing form which is constant over each of
the am all hole pocket, there occurs no superconducting

Instability because the Intra-pocket pair breaking force
is larger than the Interpocket force ndependently of the

relative sign of the order param eters between di erent

pockets.

O n the other hand, one can consider the pairing w ith
the nodes in the sm all hole pockets as dn the case of
dy2 y2 pairing realized in real cuprates294% In this case,
how ever, m ost of the Interaction cancelsw ithin the an all
pocket due to the sign change of the order param eter.
W e could not determ ine the sign of the residual pairing
Interaction, but we can safely conclude that it is very
weak even though pair creating. T herefore we conclude
that the doped staggered ux state is stabl against
the superconducting instability when only the m agnetic
m echanisn is considered. T his is in accordance w ith the
recent exact djagonalization studieson thet J modelat
am all doping¥ Furthem ore this suggests that the other
m echanism of superconductiviy is active in cuprates at
Jeast foram allhol doping region. A Iso a related work has
been done by Singh and Tesanovic,24 w here the quantum
correction to the spin-bag mean eld theory is studied
up to one loop lvel and also the doped case is consid—
ered. This is along the sam e line as the present study,
and they also obtained the repulsive nteraction betw een
two holes. The new aspect Introduced in our study isthe
RV B correlation represented by the ux orderparam eter.
Combining these two works, the pair breaking nature of
the m agnetic interactions seem s to be rather robust in
the Iow hole doping lim it.

There are two possible routes lading to the super—
conductivity. O ne possibility is that the starting m ean

eld ansatz becom es happropriate for optin al doping
case. According to the SU (2) formulation of the RVB
state, the staggered ux state is the quantum m echani-
calm ixture of the ux state we discussed above and the
dy> 42 pairing state, and the Jatter one ism ore and m ore
weighted as the doping proceeds. T herefore our form u—

12

lation is valid only for the sm all doping region and can
not capture the crossover to the superconducting state
since it is based on the perturbative m ethod around the
AF + ux state. On the other hand, starting from the d—
w ave superconducting state in the SU (2) foym alism , the
staggered ux uctuation hasbeen studied 23%4 This is
another language describing the instability towards the
AF ordering,which is represented by the chiralsym m etry
breaking in the gauge theory. It is also found the self-
energy due to the staggered ux uctuation lads to the
quasiparticle dam ping strongly anisotropic in the m o—
m entum spaoe.'g": T hese works are the approach from the
superconducting side, and are com plem entary to ours.

Taking the view that the m agnetic Interaction is pair
breaking In the low hole doping lm i, we should look
for other forces which are active In the cuprates. One
ofthe m ost prom ising, candidates for this is the electron—
phonon interaction 2%44 which already m anifests itself n
the angleresolved photoem ission spectroscopy 2% H owe-
ver, m uch m ore work is needed to establish this scenario.
E specially the interplay between the strong correlation
and the electron-phonon interaction rem ains an im por—
tant issue to be studied.

In conclusion, we have studied the extended spin-bag
scenario taking into account the staggered ux resonating
valence bond order n addition to the antiferrom agnetic
order. T he pairing potential between the quasiparticles
hasbeen calculated at the G aussian level, and it is found
that the m agnetically m ediated interaction is pair brea—
king or very weak at the am all hole doping lim i, sug—
gesting the other m echanism s such as electron-phonon
Interaction are active.
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF THE
SELFCONSISTENT EQUATION S

We allow the di erent elds to uctuate at the rst
order around their saddle point values {0), {11) and {12)

bi=khd+ h);
ii= o+1 ij;

Sm _ S Sm . = weves e
m;" = @" )ot+ m" ;sn = X;VizZ;
s s s

i;i+ s T (i)0+ ’
s 0 s 0 s
. = ;Fi ] s = xiy

By expanding the uctuationsatthe rstorderwe obtain
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z X , X , ,
Sp = d )@ i+2o0 H J ( I)'m i+ (1)m i
0 i hijii
a ) X £
+ 2 J ( ij)O j_j+ ( ij)o ij 1 i i; i;
hi;ji i;
X X, X 4, X .
t+ t+ t ) (kt B) 5 5 + 35 5
hi;ji hi;3i° hi;31%
X X
Sm Sm Sm Sm
+5J my" (e e o)t mt (g e g 0)
hi;ji ; O sm =xiyiz
1 ) X X
— J S TR TR P B VRN PR @1
hi;3i
In the preceding form ula, ke In those which will ©ollow
n the appendices, the In agihary tin e dependence of the X X X
G rasan ann variablesand rst orderbosonic uctuations +—=J m?‘“ (35 e’ 5 0)
follow s the Lagrangian {9) and is Inplicit. For clarity nijji ; ©Sn = Xiviz ’
In the follow ing calculations we decom pose S; into two s s
parts Tt Oy et 50
@ H_ X
Sy = 8™+ sf°: @2) > J 5% 4t 4y 4 %

S;}‘fo contains tem s wih exclusively auxiliary bosonic
elds and no G rassn ann varibles. It corresponds to the
three rsttem sofEq. B 1)

Z X
s;°= d @ GE +2,0 B @3)
0 )
X o ,
J ( 1)'m B+ ( 1)’m ifi
hi;ii
a . X
+ > J ( 13)0 it (i) i3
hi;ji
fe .

S;~ includes all the tem s containing ferm ionic variables
, . It takes the fur last tem sof Eq. ®&1)!

fe ? X .
S]_ = d 1 i i; i; ®4)
0 5
X X 0 X 00
t+ £+ t ()’
hij3i  higiif hi;3i%

hi;ji;

W e start by focusing on the bosonic part S;}‘fo of the
action S; expanded at the rst order n uctuations. By

passing In the space ofm om ents and M atsubara frequen-—
cles we obtain

sk = N

©0)*i g-0 @ = 0) @5)
20)° o Lol =0
+4J m @, @.=0)
+ (L )JX YLOAy o Edy
q;il
+E 04y Tdy

Eghere il + Jabels the bosonic M atsubara frequencies and

q is expanded overthe rstBZ.

W e study now the ferm ionic contribution S{° and de-
com pose it into four contributions

S;®=3S, +8P+ s +5,: @ 6)

By passing in the space ofm om ents and M atsubara fre—
quencies we obtain
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1 X X X . h i
Sy = p—N °, k+q;°(j-'m) k+q+Q;°(j-'m) ®7)
S kg 0, ilg il
i q(J-'m l!n) i g+ Q (l!rn J—'n) k; (l!n)
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00 . 14
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2@)° ( & ti<+q+ti<+ti<+q+ti< +§<+q) R, in)
1 X X X X h i
ST = p— S'S; wrq; " @m) kiqeo; 0 @n) @®a9)
Ns ki 0, ily jiln sn =x%jyiz
! " #
Jg o @n  iln) Jg  Wio @n iln) ;)
Ty Mg Wa  ia)  Jg i Ga i) kro; @a)
1 X OX X X o h i
S1 = f N ’; k+q; °(n) k+q+Q; °@n) ®.10)
S xiq 0; inilns =xjy
2 0 s . . 3
1 )J q (J-'m J—'n) CDS@ + & =2)
TS Wn ily) shk +q =2)
0
a qro @a in) shE +q =2)
00 . .
0 + oo Wa  iln) cosk + g =2) ki (ia)
@ I+ L, n i) shk +q =2) k+o; (ln)
Ciiolln iy cosk +a =2)
@ )+ @n iy cosk + g =2)
+ 7§ W i) shk + g =2)
[
In theprevious ormulas Y, isan element ofthe @ 2)
dentiy m atrix, 1!, is (ke i!,) a fem jonic M atsubara " ©
frequency and we have de ned the follow Ing quantities B = t cos@ky)+ cosky) ; @A13)
Jy = J cos(xk)+ cosly) : ®14)
% = toosky)+ cosky) ; @®11) ) . ) .
0 o By using the P aulim atrices, we can put the di erent con—
% = t 2wosky)wosky) ; @®12) tributions @:7,) - @;:131) together, and rew rite Slfe @:ﬁ)
as
fe X OX X h . . i o, . k; (J-'n)
S;° = wrq; C@Am) xiqeg; @) Vik+ gi il ki jiln) k+c:>~ @y A 15)
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w ith V; the Interaction m atrix

0
N Vi k+ g; ;ilnik; 7iln)

A1le)
X 0 z 0 s
= 1 )J cosk + g =2) 0, ~ q i iy)
s =xjy
F0 )T sk g =2 O B 2(n i)
+ 0 ) shk+qg=2) % 2%, i)
0 . 0 s .
+ + (@ )JJ  cosk + g =2) o, i gro Wn in)
X 0
+ T4 s“a; ~omy (@, ig)+ Ty s'g; b3 mZerQ(j'lm i)
Sm = X;Ys
+ 00; Q'l q(j"m j—'n)+ 00; 1 g+ Q (J-'m J-'n)
5 0 0 00 00 0 0 0 2 . .
2Bl Rt Fheg) B L 2076+ ) e, B R i)

202 O gt B FBag) Do, 22070 teq) B, bug (ln i)

Finally them ean eld equations are obtained after having Integrated out the ferm ionic eldsby checking the saddle
point property®?

Tr G()V]_ = O; (Al7)

which gJyesby using the previously obtained expressions {_éé Q-\-Z s‘é:f} " 5 the set of coupledm ean eld equations
ed) - €h

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF THE GAUSSIAN ACTION
W e decom pose the second order e ective action S, ¢_3-(_)') nto two parts
S, = S5°+ SHP: B1)

S?o contains only contributions due to auxiliary bosonic elds. It lncludes allthe tem sofEq. ¢_3-C_i) w ith the exoeption
of the trace

o X e . XX @ ) X
. Sm m
Sy = d x) 2 1i; i ( J my Iﬁ + > J ij 13
0 i hijjise = Xiviz hijji
X X , X ,X , . .
t+ t + t (bo) h jbh i; 3; i+ h 3; i 1 H (BZ)
hijji  hisi hi;31%
SHP takes into account the \bubblk" contrbutions
1
SHP = STr GoViGoVy B3)

W e rstly evaluate S]2°° B 2) by passing in the space of m om ents and M atsubara frequencies
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+ t Jlcos()+ coslg) + 2t T oos(a) cos@ + £ ¥ cos(2qc) + cos(2q,)
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where Jy is given by Eq. @;_ :4) and we have de ned for s¢;s0 = Xy

1 X (x )
Sc = 1 . ) L 0 +0Q k .
= ; ts; 1= — ————cos ks, )
]i 1, 1t Se Ns . E]‘;lp E]iow St /7

X
StiS.0 , 1 o(x+o )
C = hoy o wseso; 15 —up  oow OSks + ks ):
N,  E E]

Tn order to write S5*° B3) and S£° @4) ;n a com pact way which w illbe usefil in the Hlbw ing calculationswe de ne
the vector of nine com ponents X' containing the rst order uctuations ofthe bosonic elds

2 o . 3 20, 03
i 5 @) , gro @)
0 cyl(:l-' ‘) © C}I<+Q (J—' ‘)
%
[ q(l!‘) o I70 )
. . g @) . . aro @)
X@iit)= Xil@iy), | 4= mX @) 7 X@g+0o;i)= Xi@+Q;iy), , 4= nZ, o @) ®5)
mg () My, o @)
mg @) mZ, o (i)
a +0
. 5 q .
q @) SRONNCI R
I () Ko @)
Using Eq. {B4) we de ne them atrix M~ so that W e now tacklg the caloulation of the \bubblk" part S5*°
83). W e havetd
MY @japidziil )= M g5 @idpidpiily) ;
1439 Tr GoV1GoVy ®7)
X X X ,
= ’ tr Gok+ q; jila+ il
k;q ;Oi!n;i!\
X X X x° o, . .
+ . <9l 4+ il sk !
Sgoz 0 Xi(ql;j_") V1 &k dq; 7ln ik jilg)

4 aa=aqEtQ i L=l Go k; ;iln)
0
M g5 @igpigyiit ) X( gy; 1) :B6) Vik; jilnik+qg; ;iln+ i) 5
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w here tr is related to the spinorbasis C_l-g:) . W ede nethe elds whose _rst order uctugtions are contained in the
vector e % containing the coe cients associated w ith vector X @5). Thereforee ' hasten oon})ponents and
the rst order uctuations in the V; matrix. Aswe can  not nine, which is indicated by the index a being equal
senEq. (;:_\'_1'_6) Iy (@nd by ) givestwo separated con- o one orallthe eldsexcept Iy (and Iy ) Prwhich
trbutions and not one lke all the other auxiliary bosonic it takes the values one and two

24 )Joosket g=2) % °
@ )Jcosky + q=2) %
@ )Jsin ke + G=2) %
@ )Jsink, + g=2) 00;
0 . I %,
e ki) = c b ki), o= 7 yot i ®B8)
Ty o,
10,
1 202 + qf+q+"cﬁ°+ tr o) % 5

2@)? @& + teq) o

il )JIshky + g=2) %

7

2
il )Jshky + g=2) %.
il )Jcosky + g=2) %,
il )Joosky + g=2) %
e " k;jqgt Q)= o(kq+Q119

v ; ®9)

2<bo>2:<+tk+q+q+q+q 0, 5
Zl(bo)ztk T+ q) Oo;

where the tem s %, t,, &, and J; are de ned in Eqs. &11), ®12), @13) and @ 14), respectively. In the same

m anner we de ne the vector 8 to associate each uctuation ]an ent X; to is corresponding Paulim atrix appearing
in the expression of the V; m atrix (A 14)

2
S@= =@ T é
4

T he summ ation over the ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies 1!, is lhcorporated in

3

~2Z

2
~Y
~Y
s@+Q)= s,0@+Q), , ,=8 .1 : BL0)
4

oooooN

o 1X

E @ @) &iditt )=

0
500, o @ tr Gok+ q; jiln+ 1480 (@;)G0 ki jiln)syo @) 70 B11)

il

wih g;;9, = 9;9+ Q . Considering the identity m atrix and the tl:lree SU (2) Paulim atrices we get from Eq. i_B_l_]:)
sixteen di erent them al integrals which are detailed in A ppendix I_::



Using the preceding expressions (85), 8§, B9,
@1d), and the orm ulasassociated w ith the F —integrals,
we de ne the m atrix ~ which explicitly lncorporates at
aRPA (\bubbl") kevelthe contributions of the di erent
elds uctuations to the correlation functions

T@idqigiity) = i3 @igy gy it y) ; B12)
1 49 9
w ith the m atricial elem ents
15 @ray ;7,1 )
1 X X X? o
= N_s Ci;a,O (k;ql)
k 0; ao;am:l
0. 0
Fsl;aO(ql);sj;aOO @) (k,q,L )CF w i qg) .
From Egs. C_E-ﬁ: [B::l. and 6_3-_1-_2)weget
Tr G0V1GOV1 CB 13)
X X X  X°
= Xi@; ;i)
a q;id,=9/g+Q i ij=1
43 @A iy it y) X5 ( gp; i) e
W ith Egs. 1), £6), B3 and B13) we naly obtan

S, given by Eq. B]:

APPENDIX C:THERMAL INTEGRALS
EXPRESSION S

W e give here the analytic expressions of the sixteen
di erent F integrals @ ll' useful to calculate at a RPA
kevel the two (posonic) “elds correlation finctions (82. .

W e de ne
4 up . . . .
Eun= Eyig @nt ity @a+ i) Egg
ES i, i, EPX ;
. 2 .
o0 = 2(n) Pk + x+0)
+ily 218y (x+ x40t x+gt k+qro) 7
g'o;x= 2]_'n( 112; + r]:Jrq;O) 21l r]:;
+ T]S; (k+qt x+qro) ™t r]:+q;0(k+ k+Q )i
= 21 @ i i
Joiy 2iln @, +1 K+ q; o) 21,
+1i k; (k+qt k+q+Q)+i k+q;°(k+ k+0 )i
gO;z:j-!n(k k+o T k+ g k+q+Q)
+ i (x k+o)  (x x+q k+0 k+gto) 7

Ix;y =

Oxjz =

Gy;z =

Yo ikt ixeg + ikeg

dv@@x dixs+o)t @k k+qgro

2iln g, o) 280

k; (ktqt k+qro)t k+q;

m :om
k+qg

Jo) 2dtd ]

. om . m
1 x; (k+qt x+qgrto)t 1 K+

and we obtain

0

; . 1
~0 ;.0 k;qg;il )= —

X
EL. Jo;0
i, —uil

+(k k+q+ k+0Q k+q+Q)

+ m m
2( Ki  k+q;° ki  k+q;
° 1X 1
vex K7l ) = — ga. o0
i, —uil

0

F ;
~Y

+ (x xtgro T k+0 k+q)

m m
+2( k; k+q; ot k; k+q;
_ 1X 1
y Kigpity) = — ga o0
i, —uil

+ (x xtgro T k+0 k+q)

m m
20k g0tk k+q;
0 1X
e kigipity) = — ga. o0
i, —uil
+ (k k+q+ k+Q k+q+Q)
m m
2( ; k+q; ° ki  k+q;
0, 1X 1
FNO;’NX k;g;ily) = — — a2 Yo
il, Bun
k; (k+q k+q+Q)+ k+q;°(k
0, 1X 1
F~x;~0 (k;q;l-l ‘) = - o4 gO;x
ily Eun
ok, (x+q k+q+Q ) k+q;°(k
o 1X
FNO;’Ny k;q;il )= — E—4 Jo;y
i, —uil

i

m . m
k; (k+q k+q+Q)+lk+q;0(k

j—k+q+Q)

o) i

o)

k+Q)

k+0 )

k+0 )
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lx+o k+q) 7

o(x + k+Q);

q;O(k+ k+0 ) 7

14

14



o 1X 1
F~y;No k;g;ily) = — —a Yoy
ity Bun

1y, (x+q  k+q+o) ir]:+q;0(k k+o ) i
° _ 1¥ 1
FNO;NZ k;g;ity) = — -7 Y05z
ity Bun
m m
+2( ki k+q; ° k; k+q;°) !
°, , 1X 1
F~z;~0 (k;q;l-")= - P gO;Z
ity Eun
m m
2( k; k+q;O k; k+qg; O) 4
o X
F~x:~y kiq;it )= — 2 Ix;y
il Eun
. m m
+ 24 ki k+q; ot k; k+q; o) 4
o 1X 1
F~y;~x k;g;il )= — i Ix iy
ity Eun
I m .
+2l( k; k+q; ot k; k+qg; o) ’
° , 1¥ 1
FNX;NZ (k;q;l-")= - -4 gx;z
il Bun
x; (ktq  k+qro) Z+q;0(k k+0 ) i
|
m x;y o 1
S, = Ms;s(q=0;Q;Q;l‘=0)+5 s5;5 (@ =
) 1
+ Mgeslg=0;Q0;0;i.=0)+ > 6;6 @ =
X
2 2 1
= Jy-0 mi T4 Jpoo mi T+
Q Q ZNS
X X h i , h
1 0 v .
+ Jg=0 "o, Foulx
2N ;
S k 0

By usihg Egs. 84) and @1
Iim it O 1)

) we get In the sinpli ed

m x;y 1 X 0 8 2J2
;" = 237 = o
Ny, E® EPV

mg o+ mg : D 3)

19

0. 1X 1
F~z;~x (k;q;l-")= - E—4 Ox;z
it, uil
m m .
x; (k+q  k+q+ro) ke q; 0 (K k+0 ) J
o 1X
F~y;~z (k;CI;J-")= - E—4 Gy iz
i, —uil
ik; (x+q k+q+Q ) ik+q;°(k k+0Q ) 7
o 1X 1
F.ly&kigill)= — BT Jyiz
it, —uil
ik; (k+q k+q+Q) lk+q;°(k k+0 )

APPENDIX D:EXISTENCE OF A GOLD STONE
M ODE

In this appendix we exam ine the contrdbution to the
second order action S, given bym;rQ andmZIJrQ in the
half lled, uniform and static lim it

x= 0;g= 0; i .= 0: O1)
W ewrie it as a part of S, t_S-I)

0;0;0;it =0 m} (=0 "

0;0;0;1 .= 0) mg(n_'\=0)2
X h i , h i 5
0 J“q:O XO F~x;~x J:;_[:o * 0 mQ
.0
; N 2
Jg=0 ¥, mg 02)

Themean eld equation (:_2-@:) related to the m agnetiza—
tion gives
1X , 8232

up 1o
N = EF EpF

=2 J;

then with Eq. 0 3) we have nally: S;nx"y = 0.



T he behaviour of the second order action conceming
the x and y directions of the m agnetization in plies that
the transverse spin-spin correlation fiinction contains
a gapless-pole. It is a consequence of the G oldstone
theorem ,'-455 w hich hasto be applied in the present casebe-
cause of the rotational sym m etry breaking in spin space

20

due to the mposed AF order. It is In agreem ent w ith
the e ective eld theory of quantum antiferrom agnets,
which wasbuilt by Haldane fr one-din ensiopal chaindd
and extended later to square lattice system s89% T he exis-
tence of this G oldstone m ode has already been observed
in the orighal spinbag approach 22
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