
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

74
94

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
1 

Ju
l 2

00
5

O ne-band H ubbard m odelw ith hopping asym m etry and the e�ect theory at �nite U:
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W e study the one-band Hubbard m odelathalf�lling with hopping asym m etry and itse�ective

m odelat �nite but large U up to the second order oft/U.Two variationalwave functions,the

resonatingvalencebond (RVB)wavefunction and anti-ferrom agnetic-RVB(AF-RVB)coexisted wave

function,arestudied by variationalM onteCarlo m ethod on L� L squarelatticesup to L= 12.Based

on these two wave functions,the phase diagram s forboth m odelsare presented. Forthe Hubbard

m odel,we �nd that there is a m etal-insulator transition when the hopping param eter tm ix which

changesthelocaldoubleoccupantvanisheswhileonly a m etal-insulatorcrossoverisexplored forany

�nite tm ix. Forthe e�ective m odelin which the perturbation expansion isup to the second order

oftm ix=U ,a clear m etal-insulator transition can be identi�ed for both variationalwave functions

and the phase diagram can be drawn accordingly. In both m odels,we �nd that the system s are

dom inated by AF-RVB wave function when U islarge while RVB wave function isfavored when U

issm all.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers:74.20.-z,74.20.M n,71.10.Fd

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

The one-band Hubbard m odelis a generic m odelfor

interacting electrons in the narrow-band and strongly

correlated system s1. Especially,since the high tem per-

ature superconductivity wasdiscovered in the cuprates,

the Hubbard m odelon two-dim ensionallattices as well

asitsstrong coupling lim itm odel2,the t-J m odel,have

been extensively studied in orderto understand thevar-

ious anom alous properties ofthe cuprate superconduc-

tor. The up-date investigations,however,can not sup-

ply a de� nitive evidence to show the stable d-wave su-

perconducting ground state in these strongly correlated

m odels3.

It wasknown that since the Hubbard m odelfor two-

dim ensions is not exactly solvable,using the Hubbard

m odelto study theexchangecorrelation ofthesystem is

di� cult. O n the other hand, the t-J m odelis weaker

in studying the long range charge correlation because

theon-siteCoulom b repulsion becom estrivialdueto the

non-doubly occupied projection. A better phenom eno-

logicalm odeltoincludestrongercorrelationsisthet-J-U

m odel4. The existence ofboth J-and U-term s is very

im portantin a possiblenew m echanism ofsuperconduc-

tivity,gossam ersuperconductivity,proposed byLaughlin

recently3,5,6. Both J and U appearing in the m odelhas

been arguedtobetheresultofthecorrelationslikecharge

transfer processes in the three band Hubbard m odel7.

Dealing with thethree-band Hubbard m odel,however,is

very com plicated and thus,the preciseanalyticaldeduc-

tion from thethreeband to singleband Hubbard m odels

lacks.M oreover,an exactreduction from thethreeband

m odelto the single band with both J and U term s are

m oredi� cult.

In thispaper,wewould liketo dealwith theone-band

Hubbard m odelwith a hopping asym m etry at � nite U.

In this case,since the on-site Coulom b repulsion is not

in� nite,there m ay be a fraction ofthe lattice sitesdou-

bly occupied by electrons. Thus, the U-term is non-

trivialbut can be exactly treated. The di� culty is to

dealwith thekineticterm .W ewillpresenta variational

M onteCarlocalculation fortheHubbard m odelin atwo-

dim ensionalsquare lattice. W e exam ine two types of

variationalwave functions,the resonating valence bond

(RVB)wave function and anti-ferrom agnetic-RVB (AF-

RVB) coexisted wave function. There are m any varia-

tionalwavefunctions,including AF,RVB and AF-RVB,

duetodi� erentkind ofapproxim ation.Theearly studies

shows that the results ofAF and RVB were contradic-

tory but the AF-RVB had lower energy14,16. So it is

quitereasonableto considertheAF-RVB wavefunction.

However,the m ean � eld studies prefer RVB5,15. So we

included RVB in our work that it m ight get a com par-

ison with the m ean � eld studies. It is found that the

RVB state has a lowervariationalenergy for sm allerU

and tm ix which is the hopping am plitude changing the

localdouble occupation while the AF-RVB state is fa-

voriteforlargerU and tm ix.Forboth wavefunctions,we

check theirphasestructures.Both wavefunctionshavea

crossoverfrom m etalto insulatorstatesasU=tm ix tends

to in� nity. O n the otherhand,there isan am biguity to

� nd an optim alvariationalparing param eter� describ-

ing the RVB feature ofthe states.In a wide range from

� = 0 to 1,the variationalenergiesare alm ostdegener-

ate forthe lattice size in our calculation. This leadsto

a di� culty to identify ifthe m etalstate iseither Ferm i

liquid ord-wavesuperconducting.

Tounderstand thephysicsin thecrossoverregim em ore

clearly,we study an e� ective m odelwhich includes the

contribution up to the second order oftm ix=U . M ore-

over,the experience in the t-J m odeltaughtus,ifthere

isa spin exchange term in the Ham iltonian,the pairing

variationalparam eter is m uch easier to be optim ized9.

Fora largeU,thespin exchangem ay beexplicitly shown
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by considering the virtualhopping ofelectron between

two single occupied sites. A hopping term changing the

double-occupancym aybetaken asaperturbation asthat

in deducing the t-J m odelfrom the single band Hub-

bard m odel. In the perturbative deduction from the

Hubbard m odel to the t-J m odel, we see that the J-

term is actually from the second order perturbation in

tm ix=U by taking the o� -diagonalterm for the double-

occupied num ber in the kinetic term as the perturba-

tion Ham iltonian. Nam ely,ifthe t-term is decom posed

into Tdiag + To�� diag,the perturbation processtransfers

To�� diag to J-term ,a virtualhopping process,and only

Tdiag servesasthe realhopping
10.Itcan also clearly be

seen from thecanonicaltransform ation deduction ofthe

t-J m odel11. In the present case,we can stillhave a J

term as in the t-J m odelwhile the U term is kept due

to a non-zero double-occupancy. In the t-J m odel,due

to the no-double occupancy constraint,the kinetic term

isa hopping between a single-occupied site to an em pty

site. For the presentm odel,besides this hopping term ,

a hopping between double-and single-occupied sitesand

a pairhopping between the double-occupied and em pty

sites would be included. Thus,we can derive an e� ec-

tive theory at large but � nite U,which captures both

the chargeand exchange correlationsofthe system .W e

can have kinetic,J-and U-term s. However,it should

not confuse with the t-J-U m odelm entioned above. In

t-J-U m odel,theJ issetasa freeparam eterthatm eans

J isindependentoftand U 7. Butin ourcase,J com es

from the expansion oftm ix=U . In this e� ective theory,

thereisno a hopping term which changesthe localdou-

ble occupation. Itisan extension ofthe t-J m odelwith

doubly-occupied sites.

To work outourm odel,weusethecanonicaltransfor-

m ation.W e� nd that,to thesecond orderoftm ix=U ,the

e� ectiveHam iltonian can bewritten asthesum overthe

Ham iltoniansacting on a subspace ofthe Hilbertspace

with a � xed double occupied num ber D . This � xed D

Ham iltonian including three hopping term swhich serve

theelectron hoppingfrom singletoem pty sites(th term ),

double to single sites(td term ),and the paring hopping

(tp term );theU term and J-term aswellasvariousnear-

estneighborinteractions.

W ealso study theRVB and AF-RVB variationalwave

functions for this e� ective m odel by the variational

M onte Carlo m ethod. The RVB state is in sm aller J

and U regim e while AF-RVB state is favored in larger

J and U ,consistentwith the Hubbard m odel. Forboth

wave functions, a � rst order m etal-insulator transition

m ay befound12.Finally,wecan plota phasediagram in

J-U plane.Theregim eJ = 4(tm ix)
2=U with tm ix=U � 1

should describethephysicsofthecrossoverregim ein the

Hubbard m odel. W e see that ifneglecting the high or-

derterm ,thiscrossovercorrespondsto a m etal-insulator

phasetransition.

This paper was organized as follows: In Sec. II,the

detailed deduction ofthe e� ective m odelisprovided by

canonicaltransform ations.In Sec.III,the VM C results

forthe originalHubbard m odeland the e� ective m odel

are presented.In Sec.IV,we give som e discussionsand

conclusions. The m ean � eld theory is arranged in the

appendix for giving som e feeling to relate our e� ective

m odelto Laughlin’sgossam ersuperconducting m odel.

II. H U B B A R D M O D EL A N D IT S LA R G E B U T

FIN IT E EFFEC T IV E M O D EL

A . O ne-band H ubbard M odel

W e start from the Hubbard m odel on a two-

dim ensionalsquarelatticewherethehoppingenergym ay

be dependenton the occupation ofsitesinvolved13. In-

cluding the on-site Coulom b interaction,this Hubbard

m odelreads

H = T + V = T + U

LX

i= 1

�i; (1)

where L is the num ber ofthe site;�i = ni"ni#,ni� =

c
y

i�
ci� with ci� a spin-� electron annihilation operatorat

siteiand the kinetic term isgiven by

T = Th + Td + Tm ix; (2)

Th = �
X

hiji�

t
h
ij(1� ni��)c

y

i�cj�(1� nj��);

Td = �
X

hiji�

t
d
ijni��c

y

i�cj�nj��;

Tm ix = T+ + T�

= �
X

hiji�

t
m ix
ij ni��c

y

i�cj�(1� nj��)

�
X

hiji�

t
m ix
ij (1� ni��)c

y

i�cj�nj��:

Here T+ (T� ) creates (destroys) a double-occupied site.

W e assum e thij = tdij = tand tm ix
ij = tm forthe nearest

neighborsitesand vanish otherwise.

B . E�ective M odel

In large but � nite U (U � tm ix),we can treat the

Tm ix term asperturbation,which leadsto thet-J m odel

in in� nite U lim it. An easily pellucid way to arrive at

the e� ective m odelisvia a canonicaltransform ation.In

orderto de� ne the canonicaltransform ation,we explain

ournotations. The partialG utzwillerprojection opera-

tor

� (g)=
Y

i

(1� (1� g)�i)=

N =2
X

D = 0

g
D
PD = g

D̂
; (3)
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where 0 � g � 1 isthe G utzwillerparam eters;N isthe

electron num ber18,D̂ =
P

i
�i and

PD =
X

fi1;:::;iD g

[�i1:::�iD

0Y

j

(1� �j)]

is a projection operator which projects a state into

the subspace with a � xed double-occupation num berD .

P0 = � (0)isthe fullG utzwillerprojection operatorand

� (1)= 1.Forconvenience,wedenote

PD (g)= g
D
PD ;P�i(g)=

X

D � i

PD (g):

The � rstgoalofthiswork isto constructan e� ective

Halm itonian H e� and afterthepartialG utzwillerprojec-

tion,the projected e� ectiveHam iltonian isgiven by

� (g)H e�� (g) =
X

D

PD (g)H e�PD (g)

=
X

D

g
2D
PD H e�PD ; (4)

i.e., allthe o� -diagonalpart PD 0(g)H e�PD (g) = 0 for

D 06= D . W e shallprove thatthe resulte� ective Ham il-

tonian in which allterm skeep D -invarianceisgiven by

H e� = Th + Td + Tp + J + V; (5)

where Tp is a pairhopping kinetic energy and J is the

spin exchange aswellasvariousnearestneighborinter-

actions,nam ely,

Tp = �
X

hiji;�

tpc
y

i�
cj�c

y

i��
cj��;

J =
X

hiji

Jij(Si� Sj�
1

4
ninj +

1

2
ni"ni#nj

+
1

2
ninj"nj# � ni"ni#nj"nj#): (6)

Fortm ix=U � 1,Jij = J � 4t2m ix=U; tp = J.

The canonicaltransform ation forthe Hubbard m odel

to the t-J m odelhas been a standard technique11. A

detailed review for the canonical transform ation can

be found in Ref.19. O ur derivation is a generaliza-

tion of the D = 0 case. Notice that PD Tm ixPD 0 =

�D 0;D � 1PD Tm ixPD � 1 and (5)rem ainsD invariant,aswell

as � (g)� (g0) = � (gg0); P�D (g)P�D (g
0) = P�D (gg

0).

K eeping these in m ind, we do a partial projection

� (x)H � (x)with x = g2=N . Forlarge N ,x isvery close

to 1. A straightforward calculation leadsto a rewriting

of� (x)H � (x)

� (x)H � (x)= H0(x)+ H
(1)
� (x);

H 0(x)= H diag(x)+
X

D = 2

H
(D )
� (x); (7)

where

H diag(x)=
X

D = 0

PD (x)H PD (x);

H
(D )
� (x)= PD � 1(x)TPD (x)+ PD (x)TPD � 1(x):(8)

Thepurposeofthecanonicaltransform ation istoacquire

an e� ective Ham iltonian H
(1)

e�
such that P0H

(1)

e�
PD =

PD H
(1)

e�
P0 = 0 for D 6= 0 to the second order oft=U .

ThisH
(1)

e�
isde� ned by

H
(1)

e�
= e

iS
(1)

� (x)H � (x)e
� iS

(1)

: (9)

As well-known11,19, S(1) is determ ined by the self-

consistentcondition

iH
(1)
� (x)+ [H 0(x);S

(1)
]= 0

and thusthe e� ectiveHam iltonian reads

H
(1)

e�
= H 0(x)+

i

2
[S

(1)
;H

(1)
� (x)]

�
1

3
[S

(1)
;[S

(1)
;H

(1)
� (x)]]+ :::: (10)

Solving the self-consistentcondition ,H
(1)

e�
in a large U

isgiven by10,19

P0H
(1)

e�
P0 � P0H P0 �

1

U
P0H P�1H P0; (11)

P�1(x)H
(1)

e�
P�1(x)� P�1(x

2
)H P�1(x

2
)

+
1

U
P�1(x

2
)H P0H P�1(x

2
):(12)

Theapproxim ation ’� ’in (11)and (12)m eanstheexact-

nessisup to the second orderoft=U .Nam ely,the third

term in (10)hasbeen neglected.In fact,theo� -diagonal

partP0H
(1)

e�
P�1 vanishesalsoonlyup tothesecond order:

P0H
(1)

e�
P�1 = P0H P�1H P0H P�1

�
1

U 2
T� T+ T� � O (tJ) (13)

isofthe third order.The second term sof(11)and (12)

m ay be calculated and given by

�
1

U
P0H P�1H P0 = �

1

U
P0T� T+ P0 � P0J P0;

1

U
P�1H P0H P�1 =

1

U
P�1T+ T� P�1 � P�1TpP�1:(14)

Thus,up to the second order,wehave

P0H
(1)

e�
P0 � P0H e�P0; (15)

P�1(x)H
(1)

e�
P�1(x)� P�1(x

2
)(H + Tp)P�1(x

2
):(16)

where the approxim ation ’� ’,besides up to the second

order,also m eansthe three and m oresitesprocessesare

neglected.
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Ifthenon-doubleoccupied constraintisim posed,(16)

vanishes because it is related to the double occupation.

Eq.(15) gives rise to the com m on t-J m odel. How-

ever, if the double occupation is allowed, we have to

deal with (16). In fact, one can repeats the canoni-

cal transform ation to (16). W e would like to require

an e� ective Ham iltonian H
(2)

e�
whose o� -diagonalpart

P1H
(2)

e�
PD = PD H

(2)

e�
P1 = O (tJ) for D > 1. For this

purpose,onewrites

� (x)H
(1)

e�
� (x)= P0H

(1)

e�
P0 + ~H 0(x

2
)+ H

(2)
� (x

2
);(17)

where

~H 0(x
2
)= P1(x

2
)(H + Tp)P1(x

2
)+ P�2(x

2
)(H + Tp)P�2(x

2
):

W e do a canonicaltransform ation and de� ne

H
(2)

e�
= e

iS
(2)

� (x)H
(1)

e�
� (x)e

� iS
(2)

; (18)

whereS(2)isrequiredtosatisfyP0S
(2) = S(2)P0 = 0such

thatP0� (x)H
(1)

e�
� (x)P0 isinvariantunderthe transfor-

m ation and itisself-consistently determ ined by

iH
(2)
� (x

2
)+ [~H 0(x

2
);S

(2)
]= 0:

Hence,sim ilarto (10),one has

H
(2)

e�
= P0H

(1)

e�
P0 + ~H 0(x

2
)+

i

2
[S

(2)
;H

(2)
� (x

2
)]+ ::::(19)

ProjectingH
(2)

e�
! � (x)H

(2)

e�
� (x)and repeating thesim -

ilarprocedureto deduce (15)and (16),onearrivesat

P0H
(2)

e�
P0 � P0H e�P0;

P1(x)H
(2)

e�
P1(x)� x

2
P1H e�P1;

P�2(x)H
(2)

e�
P�2(x)� P�2(x

3
)(H + Tp)P�2(x

3
);

for a large U,where the three site processes have been

ignored.

Repeating thisprocedure,we� nally have

� (x)H
(N
2
)

e�
� (x) �

X

D = 0

g
2D
PD H e�PD

= � (g)H e�� (g): (20)

The last equality is because H e� is D -invariant. The

G utzwillerparam eterisg butnotx becausewearedoing

thepartialprojection in each tim ecanonicaltransform a-

tion. Thus,we end the proofof(4)and (5). M oreover,

we see that,in a partialG utzwillerprojection,the vari-

ationalground state energy isgiven by a polynom ialof

the G uztwillerparam eterg in powerof2D . The coe� -

cientofg2D -term istheground stateenergyofthesystem

with a � xed D .Using g asa variationalparam eterm ay

beconvenientforthenum ericalsim ulations.In theorig-

inalHubbard m odel,the change ofthe double occupied

num ber is allowed. W e see here that the allowance of

this change in a large U is very sm all. After neglect-

ing thethreeand m oresitesprocesses,theprobability of

the change ofD isin the third orderoft=U aseq. (13)

shown.Consideringthe� xed D processesm ay behelpful

to num ericalsim ulations.

III. VA R IA T IO N A L M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

A . V ariationalW ave Functions

Thevariationalwavefunctionswewould liketo study

are so-called the partially projected RVB state j D i =

PD jB C Si and the partially projected AF-RVB state

j D i= PD jAF -B C Si.The BCS state isde� ned by

jB C Si=
Y

k

(uk + vkc
y

k"
c
y

� k#
)j0i; (21)

whereuk and vk followsthe standard BCS form

a(k)=
vk

uk
=

� k

�k + E k

; (22)

�k = � 2(coskx + cosky)� �; Ek =

q

�2
k
+ � 2

k
;

forthed-wavepairingparam eter� k = � (coskx� cosky).

TheAF-BCS coexisted statejAF � B C Siisde� ned by16

jAF � B C S(�d;� af;�)i=
Y

k;s

(u
(s)

k
+ v

(s)

k
d
(s)y

k"
d
(s)y

� k#
)j0i

/ exp

�
X

k;s

v
(s)

k

u
(s)

k

d
(s)y

k"
d
(s)y

� k#

�

j0i; (23)

where

~a
(� )

k
=
v
(� )

k

u
(� )

k

=
� �dk

(� Ek � �)+
p
(� Ek � �)2 + (� dk)

2
;(24)

and E k =

q

�2
k
+ �2

af
,�k = � 2(coskx + cosky)and k =

2(coskx � cosky);and

d
(+ )y

k�
= �k�cA k� � �k�cB k�;

d
(� )y

k�
= �k�cA k� + �k�cB k�; (25)

with

�k� =

s

1

2

�

1�
�� af

E k

�

;

�k� =

s

1

2

�

1+
�� af

E k

�

: (26)

cA k�(cB k�)isthe electron operatoron sublattice A(B).

B . H ubbard M odelw ith A sym m etric H opping

W e� rstm akea variationalcalculation fortheoriginal

Hubbardm odel.Theenergywewanttom inim izeisgiven

by

E H = U d+

P

D
yD N D (Th;D + Td;D )
P

D
yD N D

(27)

+

P

D
yD + 1=2

p
N D N D + 1T

m ix
D ;D + 1

P

D
yD N D

;
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where y = g2,N D = h D j D i for the partially pro-

jected RVB statej D i= PD jB C Siorthe partially pro-

jected AF-RVB statej D i= PD jAF � B C Si.

The averagedouble occupation num berd isgiven by

d =

P

D = 0
yD N D D =L

P

D = 0
yD N D

: (28)

And

Th(d);D =
h D jTh(d)j D i

N D

;

T
m ix
D ;D + 1 =

h D + 1jT+ j D i
p
N D N D + 1

+
h D jT� j D + 1i
p
N D N D + 1

:(29)

Let fj�D ig be a set ofthe basis in the con� guration

spacewith a � xed D .Thenorm alfactorsND isgiven by

N D =
X

� D

h D j�D ih�D j D i

=
X

� D

jh�D j D ij
2
=
X

� D

jA � D
j2; (30)

where A � D
is just the determ inantofthe con� guration

�D . W e are not able to calculate N D exactly. W e use

the approxim ation by taking allprobabilities jA � D
j2 to

be the sam e20,21.Thus,athalf-� lling

N
R V B
D =

L!

[(N =2� D )!]2D !(L � N + D )!
; (31)

for the RVB case. In the AF-RVB case,the lattice is

divided into two sublatticesA and B respectively and

N
A F � R V B

D
=

X

N A "N A #N A D N A E

(L=2)!

N A "!N A #!N A D !N A E !

(L=2)!

N B "!N B #!N B D !N B E !
;(32)

where the con� gurations (NA ",N A #,N A D ,N A E ;N B ",

N B #,N B D ,N B E ) are corresponding to num bers ofspin-

up, spin-down, double occupancy and em pty sites for

each sublattice and subjected to the following con-

straints:

N A " + N A # � NA D + N A E =
N

2

N B " + N B # � NB D + N B E =
N

2

N A " + N B " = N A # + N B # =
N

2

N A D + N B D = N A E + N B E = D (33)

By using the variationalM onte Carlo m ethod17, we

calculate the variationalenergy (27) by optim izing the

variationalparam eter� .Theterm U d isnotdependent

on � . Forthe projected RVB wavefunction,Th;D ;Td;D
and T m ix

D ;D + 1 forseveralD are depicted in Fig. 1. (The

energy unit t= 1 is used in all� gures through the pa-

per.) The lattice sizes are 10� 10 and 12� 12,respec-

tively. W e use periodic-antiperiodic boundary condition

to avoid the degeneracy in Brillouin zone. Alldata are

calculated with m orethan 104 M onteCarlosam ples.Al-

thoughthereisam inim um in T m ix
D ;D + 1 aroundlog10� = 0,

thetotalkineticenergy ism inim ized afterlog10� < � 1:0

becausethem inim aofTh(d);D arein afterlog10� < � 1:0.

Unfortunately,we see that there is very broad m inim al

 atin variationalenergy from � = 0 to log10� � � 1:0.

Thus,wecan notdistinguish them etalstateiseitherthe

Ferm iliquid orsuperconducting state.Forthe AF-RVB

wavefunction,the trend ofTh;D + Td;D and Tm ix;D ;D + 1

isdi� erent.However,in the totalenergy 27 Th;D + Td;D

dom inate. So the situation is like the RVB case. The

param eters we use are log10 � = log10 � d = � 0:6 and

the optim allog10 � af � � 0:69,22.

Com parethevariationalenergiesofthetwowavefunc-

tions,we � nd that the system is in the projected RVB

stateforsm allU and tm ix whileitisin theprojected AF-

RVB coexisted state for larger ones. TableI shows the

transition when Tm ix = 0:6.Thecriticallineisshown in

Fig.2.

To understand the phase diagram ofthe system ,we

shallcalculatetheoptim alaveragedoubleoccupied num -

berdforan appropriatewavefunction (RVB orAF-RVB)

forgiven tm ix and U in theoptim alparam eters(� or� d

and � af).Substituting (28)into (27)and elim inating y,

wegetthefunction E(d).Then,identifyingthem inim um

ofE overd,wegettheoptim ald0 and E 0.Ifd0 = 0,the

system isin insulating state while ifd0 > 0,the system

is in m etalstate. There is a second orderphase m etal-

insulatortransition in tm ix = 0 asshow by Fig.3a.The

criticalinteraction Uc(0)isspotted in Fig. 2. However,

when tm ix > 0,

@E (d)

@d
jd! 0 = U + (T1 � T0)+

1

C

1
p
d
T
m ix
0;1 (34)

where C is a constant. For any � nite tm ix,no m atter

how large U is,it can be found there exists a d0 > 0

so that
@E (d0)

@d0
= 0. As instances,in Fig. 3(b)(c),we

plot the d-E curves for tm ix = 0:8 and U = 10 for the

RVB state(Fig.3(b))and theAF-RVB state(Fig.3(c)).

The dashed curve in Fig. 2 givesthe valuesof(tm ix;U )

wherethed0 = 0:01.Forasu� cientsm alld0,thesystem

becom es a practicalinsulator and therefore,there is a

m etal-insulatorcrossoverasshowed by theshadearea in

Fig.2.Duetosm allU,theRVB region isin m etalphase.

The AF-RVB region is divided into two phases. For a

given U ,thesystem isin theinsulating phasewhen tm ix

issm allenough while in m etalstatewhen tm ix islarge.
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U 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 4.316

E R V B -0.835 -0.603 -0.405 -0.242 -0.115 -0.0245 -0.00202 -0.8324

E A F � R V B -0.795 -0.564 -0.373 -0.221 -0.109 -0.0425 -0.0205 -0.8324

TABLE I:The transition ofHubbard m odelbetween RVB and AF-RVB attm ix= 0.6.The criticalU is4.316.

C . E�ective m odel

W e now begin to exam ine the e� ective m odel. The

energy we wantto m inim ize isde� ned by

E = U d+

P

D
yD N D (Th;D + Td;D + Tp;D + JD )

P

D
yD N D

;(35)

whered de� ned by (28).

For� xed D ;ND de� ned by (30),(31)and (32). And

Th;D ;Td;D ;Tp;D ;JD isde� ned by

Th(d;p);D =
h D jTh(d;p)j D i

N D

;

JD =
h D jJj D i

N D

(36)

O urstrategy isthatusing thevariationalM onteCarlo

m ethod to m inim ize E D for � xed D and � xed electron

num ber N at the half-� lling by varying the variational

param eterlog10� .Then,draw thecurvesE asthefunc-

tion ofd through eqs. (35) and (28),to read out crit-

icalUc and dc from the shape of the curve for di� er-

entm odelparam etersU=tand J=t. Atthe m om ent,al-

though we stilluse J = 4t2m ix=U ,we do notnotrestrict

attm ix=U � 1. The com parison to the Hubbard m odel

isonly valid in the region tm ix=U � 1.

O urvariationalM onteCarlo carriesouton squarelat-

ticesasin the Hubbard m odelabove,with sitesL from

10� 10to12� 12.A periodic-antiperiodicboundary con-

dition is used. Alldata are calculated with m ore than

104 M onte Carlo sam ples. In the half-� lling,we setthe

chem icalpotential� = 0. The ground state energies

E D are calculated. W e show ~Si �~Sj for D= 0 and D= 1

varying aslog10� in Fig.4a forthe RVB state. The no-

double occupant energy D= 0 is the variationalground

stateenergy ofthecom m on t-J m odel.O urresultiswell

consistentwith the known results9,17. W e calculate E D

up to the largest D = L=2� 1,and � nd that allthese

energies are alm ost degeneracy in wide range between

� 0:5 � log10� � 0:0 . Using the M onte Carlo estim at-

ing energy E D on 10� 10 lattice,we approxim ate E in

(35)by � nite sum forD = 49 and log10� = � 0:5. The

errorbarsforindependentM onteCarlo initialcon� gura-

tion arein orderof1% and wedo notshow them .

The energy ofthe AF-RVB wavefunction also can be

calculated by variationalM onte Carlo m ethod with op-

tim izing both ofthe m odelparam eters� af and � d.W e

show JD forD= 0 and D= 5 in Fig.4b and Fig.4c.There-

sultsofD= 0 corresponding t-J m odelathalf� lling.O ur

resultsareconsistentwith the known results.16 O ne can

seethatforD= 0,theenergy m inim um locatesin a deep

valley.

W ealsoanalyzethetwowavefunctions’� nite-sizescal-

ing ofD= 0 which correspondsto Heisenberg m odel.The

results are show in Fig.5. Allthe data but the 16� 16

ofAF-RVB,which isonly onedatum sinceitisrequired

very long tim e to get one result,are average of5 inde-

pendent calculations. O ne can see that for Heisenberg

m odelthe energiesofAF-RVB are deeperthan those of

RVB.

For a pair of � xed J and U , we can com pare the

variational energies corresponding to both wave func-

tions(Tab.II).In thisway,theJ-U planecan be divided

into two regions:RVB and AF-RVB,which issim ilarto

the casein the lastsubsection forthe Hubbard m odel.

For a given type wave function,we look for the pos-

sible m etal-insulator transition. First,like the case in

Hubbard m odel, there is a second order phase transi-

tion when J = 0. If J > 0, due to the vanishing of

T m ix term ,there are � rst order phase transitions in a

given typewavefunction.Fig.6 givesan exam pleofthe

� rstorderm etal-insulatortransition.In Fig.8,weshow

therelation between thecriticalUc orJc and thecritical

doubleoccupied concentration dc fortheRVB wavefunc-

tion. In thisway,we can determ ine the criticalJc � Uc

linein J-U plane.Figs.7(a)(b)show thecriticalJc� Uc
linesfortheRVB and AF-RVB wavefunctions.They are

quite sim ilar. Com bining these two phase diagram sto-

getherwith theregion-dividingpicturem entioned above,

we depictthe com prehensivephase diagram (Fig.9(a)).

In the RVB region,due to sm allJ and U,the system

is in m etalstate. In the AF-RVB region,the system is

basically in an insulating phase. ForJ � 0:5,there isa

phase which m ay be a AF-RVB m etalstate. Since the

optim alvariationalparam eters � and � d are not zero,

the m etalstate m ay be a superconducting state. Con-

verting J ! tm ix (see Fig. 9(b)),we � nd thatforsm all

tm ix,the phase diagram isconsistentwith the crossover

picturein the Hubbard m odel.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N S A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveinvestigatedtheHubbard m odelwith thehop-

pingasym m etryand deduced an e� ectivetheoryforlarge

but� niteU .Based on two typesofthevariationalwave

functions,thephasediagram ofboth m odelsaredepicted

by the variationalM onte Carlo m ethod. For the Hub-

bard m odel,we found itisdi� cultto determ ine the ex-

act criticalboundary ofthe phase transition ofm etal-

insulator. M oreover, the superconducting behavior in



7

U 1 2 3 4 5 6 3.512

E R V B -0.656 -0.491 -0.381 -0.34 -0.34 -0.34 -0.3494

E A F � R V B -0.616 -0.457 -0.365 -0.34943 -0.34943 -0.34943 -0.3494

TABLE II:The transition oft-J-U m odelbetween RVB and AF-RVB atJ= 0.3.The criticalU is3.512.ThecriticalU ofRVB

M -Itransition is3.8,and thatofAF-RVB is3.45.

the m etalphase was not clear. The e� ective m odelis

a � nite but large U extension ofthe t-J m odel. This

m odelcaptures both the charge and exchange correla-

tion. The phase diagram ofthis m odelclearly shows a

m etal-insulatorphase transition. Due to non-zero opti-

m al� and � d,them etalstatem ay besuperconducting,

which leadsto the possibility ofthe gossam ersupercon-

ductivity in the fram ework ofthe hopping asym m etry

Hubbard m odel.

The relation to the gossam er superconductivity can

also beseen from them ean � eld stateofourtheory.The

basicidea to go thism ean � eld statehasbeen explained

in our previous preprint23. Here we present a renewed

version ofthe m ean � eld state.W e only try to show our

m ean � eld theory m ay form ally be equivalentto Laugh-

lin’sgossam ersuperconducting m odel.W edo notintent

togom oreanalysissuch asthestability ofourm ean � eld

state againstother possible instabilities before we work

outsom e m ore sophisticated issues. W e putthisform al

identi� cation into Appendix A.
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A P P EN D IX A :M EA N FIELD STA T E

W e outline the m ean � eld state ofour m odelin this

appendix. Due to the paring hopping isofthe orderJ,

we neglected it in our m ean � eld theory. Introducing

two correlation functions� ij = hci#cj" � ci"cj#i0;�ij =

hc
y

i"
cj"+ c

y

i#
cj#i0,theU (1)sym m etry ofH e� isbroken by

a decom position ofthe fourparticle term s23.According

to� ij and �ij,them ean � eld Ham iltonian of(5)isgiven

by

H M F = �
X

hiji�

(t
h
ij + t

(1)

ij
(ni�� + nj��)+ t

(2)

ij
ni��nj��)c

y

i�
cj�

+
X

hiji�

(Jij + J
(1)

ij (ni� + nj��)+ J
(2)

ij ni�nj��)

� (� 1)
�
(�

y

ijci�cj�� + � ijc
y

j��c
y

i�)

+ U
X

i

ni"ni# �
X

hiji

2Jij(1� A)ni"ni# (A1)

�
X

hiji

Jij(Aj� ijj
2
+
1

2
(1� B )j�ijj

2
)(ni+ nj)

+
X

hiji�

Jij(
A

2
j� ijj

2
ni�nj�� +

1� B

2
j�ijj

2
ni�nj�);

wherethe param etersaregiven by

J
(1)

ij =
A

2
Jij; J

(2)

ij = �
B

2
Jij;

t
(1)

ij = � t
h
ij � (1� A)�jiJij; (A2)

t
(2)

ij = t
h
ij + t

d
ij � (1� B )�jiJij:

A and B are the variantionalparam eters to be deter-

m ined. O n the other hand,we write down Laughlin’s

gossam ersuperconducting Ham iltonian

H G � �R N =
X

k

E k
~b
y

k�
~bk�; (A3)

where �R is renorm alized chem ical potential, E k =p
(�k � �R )

2 + � 2
k
and ~bk� = � (g)bk��

� 1(g) forbk" =

ukck" + vkc
y

� k#
and bk# = ukck# � vkc

y

� k"
annihilatethe

BCS state. Expressing explicitly (A3) by the electron

operators6,23,wehave

H G � �R N = �
X

hiji�

[t
G
ij + t

G (1)

ij (ni�� + nj��)

+ t
G (2)

ij ni��nj��]+
X

hiji�

Jij[1+
1

2
��(ni�� + nj��)

� ��ni��nj��](� 1)
�
(�

y

ijci�cj�� + � ijc
y

j��c
y

i�)

+ UG

X

i

ni"ni# � �G N (A4)
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where� = 1� g and � = (1� g)=g and

t
G
ij = t

h
ij;

t
G (1)

ij
= �

X

k

E k

M
(�v

2
k + �u

2
k)e

ik� (ri� rj)

t
G (2)

ij =
X

k

E k

M
(�

2
v
2
k � �

2
u
2
k)e

ik� (ri� rj);

Jij� ij =
X

k

E k

M
ukvke

ik� (ri� rj); (A5)

and UG = 1

M

P

k
E k[(2� + �2)u2k + (2� � �2)v2k];�G =

1

M

P

k
E k[(2�+ 1)v

2
k� u2k].Ifweidentify thet-J-U m odel

to thegossam ersuperconductingm odelin them ean � eld

level,onerequires

A = ��; B = 2��;

t
G (1)

= � t
h
ij � (1� ��)�jiJij;

t
G (2)

ij = t
h
ij + t

d
ij � (1� 2��)�jiJij; (A6)

and �R + �G = J(12Aj� �j
2 + 8(1� B )j��j

2)+ �;U =

UG + 8J(1� A).

Although wehavem adea form alequivalencebetween

our m ean � eld state Ham iltonian to Laughlin gossam er

superconducting Ham iltonian,wenotethatthe hopping

param eterstG (1;2) haverun outofthepracticalrangein

therealm aterials.Thus,toshow thesystem describedby

the t-J-U m odelhas a gossam ersuperconducting phase

described by Laughlin gossam ersuperconducting Ham i-

tonian,a renorm alization group analysisisrequired.W e

do nottouch thisaspectin thiswork. However,we can

believethereissuch a superconducting phasein ourthe-

ory ifU < Uc because the superconducting paring pa-

ram eter is determ ined by the optim alexchange energy

as in the com m on t-J m odel. The renorm alization of

the hopping param etersisbelieved to a� ectthe norm al

dissipation processonly.
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FIG . 1: (a)(b)The kinetic energies Th;D + Td;D and

Tm ix;D ;D + 1 ofRVB asfunctionsoflog
10
�.(a)T � ;5;6 + T+ ;6;5

(squares),Th;5 + Td;5 (circles) and Th;6 + Td;6 (triangles) in

a 10 � 10 lattice. (b) T� ;7;8 + T+ ;8;7 (triangles),Th;7 + Td;7

(squares)and Th;8+ Td;8 (circles)in a12� 12lattice.(c)(d)The
kinetic energies Th;D + Td;D and Tm ix;D ;D + 1 ofAF-RVB as

functionsoflog
10
� d and log10� af in a10� 10lattice.(c)Th;5+

Td;5.(d)T� ;5;6 + T+ ;6;5.Note thatforthe di�erenttrend be-

tween Th;D + Td;D and Tm ix;D ;D + 1,we change the view of

Tm ix;D ;D + 1.
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FIG .2: The possible phase diagram ofthe Hubbard m odel.

The solid line divides the tm ix-U plane into the RVB and

AF-RVB regions. The RVB region is in m etalstate (RVB-

M ).There isa crossoverfrom m etalto insulatorin AF-RVB

region(AF-RVB-M to AF-RVB-I). The spot on the U-axis

(tm ix = 0)isthem etal-insulatorphasetransition pointUc(0).

The shade area isthe crossover region and along the dashed

curve,d0 = 0:01.
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FIG .3: The d-E curves ofHubbard m odel. (a) tm ix = 0.

The di�erentcurvesare corresponding to di�erentU . Lower

curve hasa sm allerU .The second phase transition happens

atUc(0)= 4:5678. (b)and (c)are d-E curvesforRVB state

and AF-RVB state attm ix = 0:8 and U = 10,respectively.
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FIG .5:Finite-sizescaling ofRVB atlog10�= -0.5(a)and AF-

RVB at log10� d= -0.6 and log10� af= -0.6(b).W here L is the

latticessize.
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